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ABSTRACT 
This thesis uses social movement theory to examine how Hizbullah frames its 
message to its various target audiences.  The growth and influence of different Hizbullah 
media over the past two decades suggest that Hizbullah has been successful in shaping a 
popular message, both inside Lebanon and in the larger Arab world.  Hizbullah’s 
successful media campaign has paralleled its growth as perhaps the single most important 
political party in Lebanon today.  The “terrorist” frame that the U.S. Government applies 
to Hizbullah appears inconsistent with the broad political, economic, social and media 
work of this largely Shi’a organization. 
I compare message framing between al-Manar, Hizbullah’s flagship media, and 
Al-Jazeera on the same set of stories from the 2006 Lebanon war and the 2008 Gaza war, 
both to analyze the internal framing of issues by Hizbullah and to compare it to the 
leading Arabic media today.  Al-Manar frames its message largely in polarizing “hero-
victim” terms, while Al-Jazeera is far more factual and professional in its presentation of 
the same stories.  Using heroic types of frames has both benefits and disadvantages for 
Hizbullah’s information strategy. 
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 The purpose of this thesis is to study Hizbullah’s use of the media and its specific 
cultural “framing.” Hizbullah's framing of messages conveyed through its media arm, al-
Manar, is examined and compared with the framing used by al-Jazeera. 
 Al-Manar has a specific purpose and that is to reach its target audience and get its 
message out, and that message is Hizbullah’s message. Hizbullah has a specific agenda. It 
wants to expand its reach, which it has done in recent years, as proven by its seats in the 
Lebanese government. Hizbullah wants to continue its fight against Israel, a fight it sees 
as just. Furthermore, it wants to garner support from all Lebanese people and continue to 
make itself an important part of Lebanese society. 
 This case study is important because is shows Hizbullah has been successful in its 
outreach program and continues to be so. Hizbullah’s framing has been a powerful tool, 
one that the group has used to continue to sway its primary target audience to join the 
ranks of the group and even to die for the cause. 
This case study is important also because it shows that whereas al-Manar's 
framing remains strongly anti-American, al-Jazeera is not anti-American and in fact is 
more objective and neutral, and can therefore be utilized by the U.S. to reach an Arab 
audience. Al-Jazeera can be the perfect tool for the United State to utilize in the war of 
ideas. While it is not the only tool, there are other Arab media outlets, some more 
moderate, some less, al-Jazeera is the most popular among Arab people and thus should 
be considered as the appropriate tool at the appropriate time to be used by the United 
States to reach the Arab population. 
1. Background 
 Hizbullah is an organization composed primarily of Shi’a in Lebanon, who make 
up a plurality of the total Lebanese population. It is both a political and a paramilitary 
organization. Its leaders initially denied that it was an official group with a formal 
organizational structure. Now a significant force in Lebanese politics, Hizbullah began to 
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emerge in 1982 as a response to Israel's invasion of Lebanon. The group is determined to 
resist Israeli occupation. They want to be a primary player in Lebanese politics. 
 Four countries list Hizbullah as a terrorist organization: the United States, Israel, 
Canada, and The Netherlands. Most Arab and Muslim people believe them to be 
legitimate resistance fighters. Additionally, they are one of the main social service 
providers among the Shi’a in Lebanon, where they operate schools and hospitals and 
provide other services.  
Hizbullah has taken the use of the media, especially the Internet, to new heights, 
at one time using its Web site, in one of the site’s various iterations, as an extension of its 
conflict with Israel. In other words, at times the site has been very graphic and bloody, 
while at other times it has had a professional and appealing appearance with links to 
information about Hizbullah, Israel, and U.S. government sites, as well as respected 
international publications.1 
Hizbullah has used its Web site to reach out not only to its target audience, but to 
address outside audiences, such as Israeli and Western audiences—not to engage or target 
those audiences, but to “Stake its ground in international media as a kind of 
counterinformation system . . . to present itself as a vital political player to be reckoned 
with.”2 
Hizbullah offers news, commentary, and entertainment on its al-Manar television 
station, which is also available internationally via the Internet. Some argue that al-Manar 
uses propaganda regularly, while others claim that its offerings are simply robust and 
well-rounded. 
2. The “War of Ideas” 
The United States’ reputation has become tainted of late. Americans are called 
arrogant. For example, in Europe, U.S. favorability ratings were 83 percent in  
 
 
                                                 
1 Jenine Abboushi Dallal, “Hizballah’s Virtual Civil Society,” Television and News Media, 
2001:2:369. 
2 Dallal, “Hizballah’s Virtual Civil Society,” 368. 
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Great Britain in 2000, but down to 53 percent by 2008. The drop in numbers was similar 
in other European countries. In France, the numbers went from 62 to 42 percent, in dealt 
with stability in the area.3 
The way to win the war of ideas is to use “smart power” and become more 
persuasive. Some countries have come to resent U.S. power, and many believe the U.S. 
acts only unilaterally. According to Blinken, “The default approach of the U.S. 
government should be to work with others whenever it can and to act alone only when it 
must. This strategy requires building coalitions, sustaining alliances, and forging 
compromises.”4 
On a positive note, the Pew Poll had some encouraging news in the globalization 
arena, where commercial ties between countries is increasing, something the  
United Germany, 78 to 31 percent, and in Spain, 50 to 33 percent, respectively.5 
In an examination of anti-American views, worldwide, positive views of America 
dropped in 26 of 33 countries polled in which the question was asked in 2002 and in 
2007. In Turkey, the favorable view went from 30 percent in 2002, to 9 percent in 2007; 
and in Jordan, the numbers were 25 percent in 2002 and 20 percent in 2007. In Russia, 
the numbers dropped from 61 to 41 percent; in Japan, 72 to 61 percent; and in Indonesia, 
61 to 29 percent. Interestingly enough, in Pakistan, the numbers went from 10 percent in 
2002 to 15 percent in 2007, and Lebanon also showed an increase with the numbers in 
2002 at 36 percent compared with 47 percent in 2007.6 
In addition, America’s presence in Iraq was considered to be “an equal or greater 
danger to stability in the Middle East than the regime of Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad,” as judged by 13 of 15 countries responding to a survey question in 2006 
that States has considered important for some time.7 The United States needs to take 
advantage of positive news and put it to good use in the perception war. 
                                                 
3 “Global Public Opinion in the Bush Years (2001-2008),” The Pew Global Attitudes Project, 
December 18, 2008.  
4 Antony J. Blinken, “Winning the War of Ideas,” The Washington Quarterly, Spring 2002, 113. 
5 “Global Public Opinion,” December 2008.  
6 “Global Public Opinion,” December 2008. 
7 “Global Public Opinion,” December 2008. 
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The war of ideas will also be won with “soft power.” Just what is soft power? 
“Soft power rests on the ability to shape the preferences of others.”8 According to Nye, 
the current issue in regard to Islamist terrorism is to win by getting the moderate Muslims 
to win and, in that regard, the United States needs to be able to appeal to those moderate 
Muslims, so that they do not become extremists. He goes on to say, “America’s partners 
work with us partly out of self-interest, but the inherent attractiveness of U.S. policies can 
and does influence their degree of cooperation.”9  
B. LITERATURE REVIEW 
 Wiktorowicz edited the essential book on the application of social movement 
theory to Islamic activism.10 The subject-matter contributors to Islamic Activism discover 
the perspectives of Islamic activists through interviews and other methods. Their work 
lends credence to the value of social movement theory for Islamic studies, and furthers its 
factual base.11 
 “Collective behavior theorists were right to argue that movements often occur in 
the context of mass enthusiasm and highly charged emotions,” writes Morris in an article 
about social movement theory in Contemporary Sociology.12 Morris’s quote refers to the 
civil rights movement, but is just as appropriately applied to other emotional gatherings. 
Morris points out that the civil rights movement was driven by both the charged 
atmosphere and the institutional structure of African-American churches. The framing 
process begins with the difference between emotions and institutional structure. Morris 
discusses “frame lifting,” a process in which movement leaders “shape the collective 
action to match an institutionally embedded frame.”13 This concept is relevant to 
                                                 
8 Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Soft Power—The Means to Success in World Politics, New York: Public Affairs, 
2004, 5. 
9 Nye, Soft Power,  131. 
10 Quintan Wiktotowicz. Islamic Activism: A Social Movement Theory Approach, ed. Quintan 
Wiktorowicz (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2003). 
11 Charles Kurzman, “Conclusion,” in Islamic Activism: A Social Movement Theory Approach, 298. 
12 Aldon D. Morris, “Reflections on Social Movement Theory: Criticisms and Proposals,” 
Contemporary Sociology, Vol. 29, No. 3 (May 2000), 448. 
13 Morris, “Reflections on Social Movement Theory: Criticisms and Proposals,” 449. 
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Hizbullah and its charismatic leader Secretary General Hassan Nasrallah. For example, 
sacrifice is a frame and Nasrallah condones sacrifice and martyrdom. 
 What actually makes people support a movement? Evidence exists showing there 
is a relationship between participation in low-risk/low-cost activism and contact with 
someone who is recruiting for the cause.14 This is even more likely in low-risk/low-cost 
cases where an individual does not feel there will be any consequences to participation. 
The costs of this kind of activism would be small and considered safe. What Doug 
McAdam terms low-risk/low-cost activism—writing letters, giving money or signing 
petitions—is what most people engage in.15 Also, low-risk/low-cost participation may be 
just the beginning. Showing up at a rally may be just the thing to whet one’s appetite for 
a particular cause. The more one hears about an issue, the more swayed the individual 
becomes, and the more likely the individual will participate again.16 
But what about high-risk/high-cost activism? McAdam has studied why some 
people get involved with high-cost activism, while others do not. His 1986 study dealt 
with the 1964 Mississippi Freedom Summer, where participants were to assist in staffing 
schools and registering black voters, among other tasks. He compared two groups: those 
who ultimately participated in the high-risk/high-cost endeavor and those who did not. 
His findings suggested that organizational affiliations on the part of the applicants proved 
to be a significant predictor, as was the type of organization participants were affiliated 
with. The participants tended to join political organizations, while the nonparticipants did 
not. In additional, participants had many more ties to other applicants prior to the 
application process. Finally, those who had prior activism experience, specifically with 
civil rights issues, were more likely to participate.17  
Social movement theory insights on framing are important for Middle East and 
Arab politics because a new administration in the United States provides a new 
                                                 
14 Doug McAdam, “Recruitment to High-Risk Activism: the Case of Freedom Summer,” The 
American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 92, No. 1 (July 1986),  68. 
15 Doug McAdam, “The Biographical Consequences of Activism,” American Sociological Review, 
1989, 54(5), 744. Retrieved March 29, 2009, from ABI/INFORM Global database. (Document ID: 
1528776). 
16 McAdam, “Recruitment to High-Risk Activism,” 69-70. 
17 McAdam, “Recruitment to High-Risk Activism,” 71-88. 
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opportunity to think about engaging in an appropriate outreach program. It is wise to 
consider where a message can be put to use, and where it cannot. Investigating a 
particular medium to ascertain whether it is middle-of-the-road or radical in its framing is 
an initial and important step toward determining if it can be useful for communicating the 
United States’ foreign policy messages to a mass audience. 
Frames assist in making events meaningful to an individual and thus can guide 
one’s actions.18 These frames are “collective action frames.” The purpose is not only to 
garner support, but to produce intended actions. These frames are also intended to 
“legitimate” social movement campaigns.19 
Another important concept is counterframing, where opposing frames can affect a 
movement’s framing intentions. However, effective counterframing can be difficult, as 
with some advanced though, frames can be well defined that will fit into a culture and be 
immune to counterframing.20 For example, self-sacrifice is very much a Shi’a frame and 
trying to counter framing it would be counterproductive. It is considered a way of life for 
any pious Shi’a and thus is resistant to counterframing. 
Collective action frames have variable features as well. Some are flexible, while 
others are rigid; some vary in scope and influence, while some are limited; and some can 
be quite wide in scope. These are considered “master frames,” which tend to be much 
more generic in nature. Frames have variable resonances that deal with credibility, which 
is why some seem to work and others do not. Another part of resonance is how the frame 
fits in terms of world events.21 For Hizbullah, the resistance frame is an obvious fit to 
events in that part of the world.  
There is evidence that frames can be contested and changed or modified though 
discourse, which would change events and, thus, possibly modify beliefs in frames being 
used by movement actors.22 However, in the case of Hizbullah, using the resistance and 
                                                 
18 Robert D. Benford, David A. Snow, “Framing Processes and Social Movements: an Overview and 
Assessment,” Annual Review of Sociology, August 2000, 614. 
19 Benford, Snow, Framing Processes, 614. 
20 Benford, Snow, Framing Processes, 617. 
21 Benford, Snow, Framing Processes, 619-20. 
22 Benford, Snow, Framing Processes, 627. 
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martyrdom frames as examples, those are strong frames and not very likely to be 
overcome by other frames or framing events, at least not in the foreseeable future. Those 
two particular frames are two around which much of Hizbullah’s message is built 
because of its continuing conflict with Israel. 
Hizbullah has made framing a political process and a political opportunity. 
To argue that framing processes and political opportunity are linked 
interactively is not to suggest that political opportunities are purely 
socially constructed entities. It is to argue, however, that the extent to 
which they constrain or facilitate collective action is partly contingent on 
how they are framed by movement actors as well as others.23 
In Hizbullah’s case, the extent is wide. 
This study is an examination of Hizbullah’s frames, and an analysis to determine 
if those frames have changed in the last few years, specifically from 2006 to 2009. 
 Initial insight into Hizbullah as an organization was obtained from the book 
Hezbollah—A Short History by Augustus Richard Norton, which offered a great deal of 
information on various dynamics of the group, not just its military aspect.24 Also utilized 
were various journal articles; some hostile to Hizbullah, some not.  
 Various publications, including journals and Web sites, were utilized to gain 
insight into al-Manar and al-Jazeera, including Baylouny’s comparison paper on al-
Manar and Alhurra.25 
C. FINDINGS 
My research produced five main findings. First, the two dominant frames are 
resistance and martyrdom. These two frames are used, for the most part, by al-Manar. 
The resistance frame has brought together the Shi’a and the Sunnis, as their shared 
resistance gives the Shi’a credence in the eyes of the Sunni. The Palestinian issue is 
another arena in which the Sunni see the Shi’a in a positive light. These are two issues 
where Hizbullah has used its influence and its resistance frame to enlighten and enhance 
                                                 
23 Benford, Snow, Framing Processes, 631. 
24 Augustus Richard Norton, Hezbollah: A Short History, Princeton and Oxford, July 2007.  
25 Anne Marie Baylouny, “Al-Manar and Alhurra: Competing Satellite Stations and Ideologies,” 
George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies Occasional Paper Series No. 2, October 2006, 7. 
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its relationships to the Sunni people and to bring together all Lebanese people.26 
Hizbullah has ultimately been able to garner enough support to establish itself in the 
Lebanese government where it now holds 23 of 128 available parliamentary seats. Thus, 
the Sunni have come to accept the Shia’s because of the Shia’s continued successful 
resistance toward Israel by Hizbullah. 
Second, Al-Jazeera uses some resistance and martyrdom framing, but not to the 
degree evident in al-Manar. Al-Jazeera appears more mainstream, and its framing is 
much more subtle. Based on the research, al-Jazeera would be an appropriate venue for 
the current administration to use in reaching out to the Arab people. In terms of 
viewership, al-Jazeera is the most-watched Arab station and could provide an opportunity 
to reach a huge audience. 
Third, al-Manar displays very strong anti-Israeli and anti-American frames, 
though it is the American government that is the real target of disdain, at least according 
to the leaders of Hizbullah. These frames are not subtle: they name call blatantly and 
unapologetically. However, this is how the group engages its audience, and the name-
calling supports the work of Hizbullah. Al-Jazeera is quite the opposite, conveying a 
more neutral message using blander language. In overall tone, al-Jazeera is much like any 
American news program, where the desire is simply to get the news out.   
 Fourth, the frames of Lebanese solidarity and Arab nationalism, or pride, are also 
obvious, and even more so now that Hizbullah is receiving greater support from the 
general Lebanese population, due to the success of its resistance policy. Lebanese 
solidarity and Arab nationalism, combined with contempt for Israel and the U.S. 
government as a supporter of Israel, rounds out the final frame. 
 Fifth, al-Manar displays frames of defiance and sacrifice. One could argue that 
defiance and sacrefice are resistance and martyrdom, respectively, but to lesser degrees. 
Defiance is a form of resistance and sacrifice is not quite martyrdom, as the ultimate price 
has not yet been paid. These two frames were seen to a much lesser degree in my 
research. 
                                                 
26 Baylouny, “Al-Manar and Alhurra,” 6. 
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D. METHODOLOGY 
 The written and video content of various Web sites in English and in Arabic are 
examined to determine frames. The overall tone of the pieces, as well as specific words 
used in each piece, is studied including the number of times specific terms are used 
throughout the content. For example, the term “resistance” is used regularly in many of 
the al-Manar articles and that particular term is one of Hizbullah’s most important 
frames; one the group has built upon over the years. In addition, music videos are viewed 
to observe first-hand how al-Manar produces its patriotic pieces. Viewer comments are 
also looked at to determine if viewers were in line with al-Manar, and though the 
comments did reflect the frames of al-Manar, the comments are not included in study. 
Photos were also examined, as a picture can be an attention getter, and Hizbullah has 
some photos that the group put to good use. Other researchers’ findings in regard to 
framing are also reviewed. The findings of this study are consistent with what other 
researchers have found. 
This case study uses al-Manar and al-Jazeera Web sites to represent the television 
stations of each, as both al-Manar and al-Jazeera place news articles and video on their 
Web sites for further dissemination. For the news article analysis, only the Arabic  
Web sites were used, so that the framing examined is that designed for the  
Arabic-speaking audience. The Arabic is translated verbatim by a translator for  
the analysis. 
 Two time periods, encompassing two specific conflicts, are examined: the  
July 2006 Lebanon conflict and the December 2008-January 2009 Gaza conflict. Five 
articles each from al-Manar and al-Jazeera are selected and examined for each time 
period. The articles are compared with others of the same time period from each source, 
and the al-Manar and al-Jazeera articles are compared within and across time periods. 
E. THESIS ORGANIZATION 
 Chapter II discusses the media and the war of ideas. Hizbullah-owned media,  
al-Manar history and viewership, including polling data, and Hizbullah Web sites are 
discussed. The chapter includes a comparison of the al-Manar and al-Jazeera Web sites. 
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Chapter III delves into Hizbullah’s framing and psychological operations, and 
discusses the use of psychological operations in al-Manar’s news reporting. The chapter 
discusses both broadcast and Internet use of videotaped footage as propaganda. 
Programming available on al-Manar television is also discussed, and the use of specific 
frames is examined. 
Chapter IV contains the analysis of al-Manar and al-Jazeera news stories, based 
on representative items selected from each of their Web sites within the two specified 
time periods. The al-Manar and al-Jazeera news reports are compared within each time 
period and over time. 
Chapter V presents a summary and conclusions, including reflections on recent 
changes in the United States’ approach to communicating to the Arab-speaking world 
since the Obama administration took office in January 2009. 
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II. HIZBULLAH AND THE MEDIA 
A. INTRODUCTION 
Hizbullah has become increasingly sophisticated in its use of the media. For many 
years, only print and broadcasting products were available in Lebanon, and these media 
were state dominated. The increased public usage of the internet, along with its 
anonymity, changes the situation. The Internet is an effective tool for Hizbullah to gain 
support and recruit new members, and also serves as a money-making enterprise for 
Hizbullah to further its agenda. This chapter begins with a discussion of the importance 
of the media, illustrated with examples from the first and second wars in Iraq. It then 
presents an overview of the Arab media, with a focus on the media owned and controlled 
by Hizbullah. This chapter also discusses the war of ideas, which is one area in which 
Hizbullah is doing well, as shown by its poll numbers, while the United States is still 
struggling with the concept. Hizbullah is attempting to reach out to an English-speaking 
audience in a realist manner, while the United States’ attempts seem weak and lackluster. 
B. THE MEDIA AND THE WAR OF IDEAS 
The focus of this thesis on Hizbullah's use of the media is important as a case 
study in the war of ideas. In this struggle to influence public opinion, the use of the media 
is crucial and, as Blinken suggests, can play a role in public diplomacy.27 
 In Voices of the New Arab Public: Iraq, Al-Jazeera, and Middle East Politics 
Today, Lynch states that Arab television portrays a multitude of political views. These 
include views on the United States ranging from pro-American to radically  
anti-American. Al-Manar, the Hizbullah television station, represents the latter.28 
Television in general is a new arena, and Islamists typically use means other than 
television for propaganda dissemination, such as pamphlets. Hizbullah is the exception.29 
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Even al-Jazeera, which has been accused of being, as Lynch puts it, “‘Jihad TV’ or an 
‘on-line madrassa,’” tends to “under-represent Islamism.”30 Several analysts suggest that 
the United States can use the Arab media to its advantage in the war of ideas. 
 Writing on the decline of public diplomacy, Blinken considers recommendations 
from Campbell and Flournoy’s 2001 book, To Prevail: An American Strategy for the 
Campaign against Terrorism. One recommendation is to “better utilize the media in the 
Arab and Muslim worlds.” As an example, Blinken writes that Osama bin Laden “scored 
a propaganda coup” with a broadcast of his statement on al-Jazeera on October 7, 2001. 
Rather than counter what bin Laden said, U.S. officials tried to prevent al-Jazeera from 
broadcasting such messages. This was a mistake, according to Blinken. Although 
Secretary of State Colin Powell and National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice both 
appeared on al-Jazeera, President George W. Bush did not. Blinken sees this as a missed 
opportunity. The administration should have taken advantage of the fact that al-Jazeera 
wanted to get input from U.S. officials.31 
 While al-Jazeera is what Blinken calls, “hardly free of bias,” it can still provide an 
opportunity for the United States to reach a global audience of 35 million Arabic 
speakers, providing an “open forum that the U.S. government should seize, not censor.”32 
A recent New York Times article discusses the fact that Bush objected to the portrayal of 
the United States by Arab television in general, calling it “propaganda.”33 While the U.S. 
government is not particularly well-regarded by the Arab media, the media do tend to 
think well of the American people.34 The article’s authors contend that the pool of Arab 
media can act as allies if given the opportunity. 
During Operation Desert Storm, media coverage and information flow was 
carefully controlled by the American–led coalition, according to various reports that 
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Lynch points out.35 In 2003, at the start of the second U.S. invasion of Iraq, this was not 
the case. Al Jazeera and other Arab stations portrayed Operation Iraqi Freedom in an 
entirely different fashion. According to Lynch, they emphasized “civilian suffering and 
American setbacks, rather than a bloodless and popular liberation.”36 Mistakes on the 
part of the Americans, in combination with the growing insurgency, made it difficult for 
the Iraqis to form their own “credible, independent and critical Iraqi public sphere.” 37 
The Arab media took advantage of the situation. In Operation Iraqi Freedom, as a result 
of changes in technology and the use of political talk shows and news coverage, the 
United States lost control over information flow. Without credible Iraqi media to garner 
the attention of the Iraqi people, various Arab media, including al-Jazeera, al-Arabiya,  
al-Manar, and Iran’s Arabic language al-Alam, became primary information sources for 
the Iraqis.38 While the Coalition Provisional Authority did establish and run an electronic 
media organization, it was quickly perceived by the Iraqis as a mouthpiece for the 
“occupiers.” It provided little programming, which was considered of poor quality, and 
was ignored by the population.39 
C. HIZBULLAH-OWNED MEDIA 
Hizbullah owns a number of different media catering to various audiences, 
including women and youth. For example, they own the magazine al-Intiqad, the radio 
station al-Nour and the increasingly popular television station al-Manar, which has been 
available via satellite since 2000.40 Al-Manar is available on the Internet primarily in 
Arabic, but does have English and French versions.  
Hizbullah initially disseminated its propaganda with written materials, but has 
become increasingly sophisticated through the years. Its weekly journal, Al Ahd (The 
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Promise) was first published sometime in the 1980s, followed by a series of three other 
weekly journals and one monthly publication called Al Sabil.41 Hizbullah also launched 
three radio stations, the Voice of Islam, the Voice of the Oppressed, and Al Nahar (The 
Light). However, it is Hizbullah’s two television stations, al-Manar and al Fajr (Dawn), 
that have gained it a wide-ranging audience.42 
D. AL-MANAR: HISTORY AND VIEWERSHIP 
In an article written in 2004, Avi Jorisch states that while many terrorist 
organizations use both print and broadcasting, Hizbullah has taken the use of the media to 
the next level, as they operate a “full-fledged television station, offering a rich menu of 
news, commentary and entertainment.”43 He goes on to say it is now  
 . . . a mass media outlet with global reach. With access to continuous 
funding from Iran, the station has grown by leaps and bounds from a 
clandestine, ramshackle operation to a comprehensive satellite station.44 
According to Baylouny, the station, widely available via satellite, is quite popular 
and appears in polls as one of the top four news stations in the Middle East.45 The station 
is banned in the United States and some European countries, and is simply unavailable  
in others. 
 According to Nayef Krayem, chairman of al-Manar’s board of directors, the 
station is among the top five in the Arab world, with about 10 million daily viewers 
worldwide. Jorisch notes that while those numbers are not verified, the station won four 
top awards in a Cairo broadcasting festival in 2001.46 
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The relative popularity of al-Manar, in comparison with other Arab media, depends on 
current political events. In Lebanon, they have decent numbers overall; however, during 
times of greater conflict in the region, al-Manar viewership in Lebanon tends to increase 
dramatically. 
Though al-Manar has a loyal following, it still does not come close to the 
viewership levels enjoyed by al-Jazeera, the Arab world’s most popular television station. 
A Zogby International survey completed in June 2004 found that al-Jazeera was the 
most-watched Arab station overall, and was the market leader, even with increased 
competition. “It ranked as the primary station for 62 percent of Jordanians, 54 percent of 
Moroccans, 44 percent of Lebanese, 44 percent of Saudis, and 46 percent in the UAE.”47 
Al-Arabiya came in second, with about 7-8 percent viewership in most areas. 
The most recent Zogby poll of respondents from Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, 
Morocco, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates (UAE) was conducted in  
March 2008.48 Al-Jazeera continues to have the largest share of viewers, with 53 percent 
overall choosing it as their primary source of news. This result differs little from the 
previous year.49 Overall, an Egyptian network has 17 percent and al-Arabiya has  
9 percent. Al-Manar has only 2 percent viewership in the six countries surveyed. In 
Egypt, 55 percent of respondents choose al-Jazeera, while only 1 percent watch al-Manar. 
In Jordan, 36 percent tune in to al-Jazeera, while al-Manar does not register. In Morocco, 
it is 59 percent for al-Jazeera and only 1 percent for al-Manar. For Saudi Arabia, it is  
40 percent al-Jazeera and 1 percent al-Manar, and in the UAE, one of al-Manar’s better 
areas, al-Jazeera is watched by 32 percent and al-Manar by 13 percent.50 However, 
among Lebanese respondents, al-Manar is more popular with 38 percent, al-Jazeera came 
in second with 13 percent, and al Arabiya had 8 percent.51 
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E. HIZBULLAH WEB SITES 
Hizbullah is a “media savvy organization,” according to Weimann, who says they 
were one of the first terrorist organizations to add a network of Web sites to their other 
media.52 These Web sites are available in various languages, take a variety of 
approaches, and are designed to appeal to a variety of specific audiences.   
 According to Weimann, Hizbullah has three Web sites besides al-Manar that are 
dedicated to fundraising for specific causes, which include charities and military 
operations.53 These sites solicit for money using the term “martyr,” which is seen over 
and over again in Hizbullah’s framing.54 
 For example, Weimann describes one Web site, Muqawama (Resistance), meant 
to attract women. Presenting itself as “a journalistic Web site,” it turns out to be an 
English version of a site belonging to the Islamic Resistance Support Association, a 
charity that collects donations to support Hizbullah.55 (The site is no longer available at 
the original Web address.) 
 One site that covers Lebanese news and information, LebWeb.com, has a polished 
look.56 However, the relationship between Hizbullah and the LebWeb.com site is 
unknown, though it is the site that appears when www.moqawama.com is plugged into a 
Web browser. LebWeb.com contains news articles without propaganda or derogatory 
comments about “Zionists.” Many of the news articles link to worldwide news sites such 
as Reuters, and they do not reflect the expected spin. Additionally, the highly regarded 
English-language Lebanese newspaper in the Middle East, The Daily Star, is readily 
available on the site. 
Yet, the fact remains that some of these Web sites can be quite dramatic and 
disturbing, portraying violence combined with patriotic music and themes. This is further 
explored in the discussion of al-Manar’s framing in Chapter III. 
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F. A COMPARISON BETWEEN AL-MANAR AND AL-JAZEERA  
WEB SITES 
At first glance, the English version of the al-Jazeera Web site, at 
http://english.aljazeera.net, seems much more interesting than the English version of the 
al-Manar Web site. The al-Jazeera layout seems more intuitive and user friendly, an 
assessment perhaps biased by the fact that the layout is in a format familiar to Americans, 
as it is comparable to sites such as CNN and Fox News Web sites.  
 Al-Manar’s Web site is at http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/HomePage.aspx; 
the link to the English version is at http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/News.aspx? 
language=en. In a word, it is rather sparse. English language newscasts and other 
programming are available on al-Jazeera in a couple of different ways, but not on  
al-Manar. The English al-Jazeera site has links to live English newscasts, talk shows, and 
a YouTube Web site. Al-Jazeera can keep an audience entertained. In an episode of the 
Riz Kahn program that aired on June 11, 2008, the question of the day, “How is Barack 
Obama redefining blackness in America?” was the topic of an interesting call-in program, 
with appropriate guests and commentary. 
 Differences between the al-Manar and al-Jazeera sites may be partly explained by 
cost. Al-Jazeera has a much bigger budget though it is still state sponsored, it does have a 
goal to eventually privatize.57 With its huge viewership and desire to reach a greater 
audience, al-Jazeera is wise to make programming available to English speakers. Al-
Manar probably has neither the budget nor the desire to reach out that much; one might 
be surprised that Hizbullah has an English-language Web site at all. 
 Hizbullah’s lack of outreach to English speakers is possibly due to a large degree 
to the fact that it is still striving to reach out to its own people. Its victory in government 
is still quite recent, and that struggle continues, as its framing will show. Hizbullah must 
continue to communicate to its people what it means to be Lebanese. Of course, it is also 
continuing the “resistance” frame toward Israel, as will be fully discussed in Chapter III. 
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On the other hand, al-Jazeera is a much larger media entity, reaching a much 
larger audience. It has a reputation for featuring debates between participants on issues of 
the day that will definitely create controversy. For example, according to Gambill, 
opponents and supporters of the Israeli peace process would appear on the same program, 
as would Islamist militants and secular liberals.58 In addition, Osama bin Laden was 
interviewed in 1999 and again shortly after September 11, 2001. Al-Jazeera was accused 
of being a part of al-Qaida because of the airing of the second set of interviews, those in 
2001.59 So, while it strives to reach a U.S. audience with its three-year-old al-Jazeera 
English channel, it is hitting a roadblock because of its Arabic sister’s image. What  
al-Jazeera’s English channel is trying to do now is to let its U.S. audience know that it is 
both available and a believable and viable news source.60  
 The commercial breaks on al-Jazeera television programs, provided via the 
Internet, deal with programming and public service announcements. In contrast, no 
commercial breaks or advertisements are found on the al-Manar site. 
 In summary, Al-Jazeera’s style is reminiscent of CNN’s style of broadcasting. In 
contrast, the al-Manar Web site is more sterile, plain, and to the point; less interesting and 
less dynamic than al-Jazeera’s. However, the messages and the framing are apparent in 
both. The framing of the television stations and their related Web sites is described and 
compared in Chapters III and IV. 
It is Hizbullah’s framing via al-Manar that has provided the group with so much 
attention and increased its popularity. Hizbullah demonstrates its patriotism through 
videos combined with music, historic images, and speeches. The image Hizbullah 
portrays has an aura of defiance and resistance. The group has managed to market itself at  
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a new level. Hizbullah has gained a great deal of political capital in Lebanon and the 
Arab world in the past two years because of its skill at framing political violence in a way 
that rings true with its constituencies.61 
G. CONCLUSION 
Today’s media, especially with the availability and anonymity of the Internet, 
provides everyone with the capability of seeing and hearing whatever message anyone, 
anywhere wants to put out. Knowing what is being said and how it is being said by an 
adversary is important, no matter who that adversary is and what that person or group is 
saying. Al-Manar and a-Jazeera operate and communicate differently to their respective 
audiences, and it is something the United States needs to be aware of. The outreach and 
framing they use will be different, as they have different messages they are sending, and 
different audiences they are attempting to reach. Al-Manar can be much more specific, as 
it must continue to use an Arabic frame and a frame of what it means to be Lebanese. Of 
course, the fight against Israel and the continued resistance will also be a continuing 
frame for al-Manar. 
Al-Jazeera, on the other hand, can be much less confined in its framing, as it 
continues its outreach. Though the Arabic version will undoubtedly have specific frames 
for that particular audience, the English version will also have frames designed for an 
English-speaking audience. 
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III. HIZBULLAH’S FRAMING AND  
PSYCHOLOGICAL OPERATIONS (PSYOPS) 
A. INTRODUCTION 
This chapter focuses on how Hizbullah uses the al-Manar television station, and 
its associated Web site, to convey its message to target audiences. Hizbullah’s various 
messages and use of psychological operations are examined. How Hizbullah presents its 
various messages is equally important. Presentation can be the driving force for 
messages. When the presentation is right and the frame is right, messages have a better 
chance of getting through to the masses, and a medium as powerful and readily available 
as the Internet opens access to a global audience. 
The prevalent frames al-Manar exhibits throughout its media are those of 
resistance, martyrdom, pride in its Arab heritage, continued Lebanese solidarity, and  
hatred of the Israelis and the U.S. policies in the Middle East, especially policies in 
regard to Israel. The messages of patriotism are found in music videos meant to motivate 
and in news programs where Hizbullah can control the message through the type of video 
being released. Martyrdom is a basic frame in all al-Manar pieces, where any Lebanese 
person who is killed is labeled a martyr. The message of solidarity is an important one, 
specifically due to the rift between the Shi’a and Sunni, and its continued resistance is 
generally viewed by Arabs in a positive way. Continued resistance by Hizbullah also 
provides a greater acceptance of the Shi’a by the Sunnis.62 Messages of resistance and 
martyrdom are most prevalent in Web sites and in news articles; both terms are  
used extensively. 
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B. FRAMING 
Framing is what Robinson calls “the bumper-sticker version of how issues get 
interpreted within a certain ideological context.”63 The fewest words possible are used to 
convey the message. Robinson’s examples are “pro-choice” and “pro-life”; terms that 
provoke specific strong reactions. He writes that using cultural frames is the best method 
for a social movement to communicate its ideology to its people. 
Wiktorowicz explains, “Frames represent interpretive schemata that offer a 
language and cognitive tools for making sense of experiences and events in the ‘world 
out there.’” These frames or schemata are used in the social movement theory context to 
“mobilize participants and support.”64 
C. PSYCHOLOGICAL OPERATIONS (PSYOPS) 
The Department of Defense defines Psychological Operations (PSYOPS) as 
 . . . planned operations to convey selected information and indicators to 
foreign audiences to influence their emotions, motives, objective 
reasoning, and ultimately the behavior of foreign governments, 
organizations, groups, and individuals.65 
 
According to a Congressional Research Service report, al-Jazeera is considered a 
“market competitor” for psychological operations conducted by the United States.66 With 
their 35 million plus viewers, many Arabs can be reached. According to some observers, 
until the United States finds a way to offset these types of news organizations, American 
effectiveness in the global media campaign will continue to decline. A robust strategic 
communications plan is the key, and the Department of Defense is addressing this with a 
focus on PSYOPS.67 
                                                 
63 Glenn E. Robinson, “Hamas as Social Movement,” in Islamic Activism: A Social Movement Theory 
Approach, ed. Quintan Wiktorowicz (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2003), 116. 
64 Wiktorowicz, “Introduction,” in Islamic Activism: A Social Movement Theory Approach, 15. 
65 Defense Technical Information Center. DoD Dictionary of Military Terms. 
http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/jel/doddict/data/p/04340.html  (Accessed March 1, 2009). 
66 Clay Wilson, “Information Operations, Electronic Warfare, and Cyberwar: Capabilities and Related 
Policy Issues,” CRS Report for Congress, March 20, 2007. 3. 
67 Wilson, “Information Operations,”  3. 
 23
PSYOPS, in general, need to take into account the irrationalities of audience 
perception. For example, Boaz Ganor argues that terror can be considered a strategy of 
psychological warfare. Although a person is more likely to be injured or killed in a traffic 
accident than in a terrorist attack, people do not think about probabilities. They think 
about how bad it would have been had they been at that place at that time. Feelings of 
helplessness and anxiety produced by the horrific thought of a terrorist attack make these 
types of operations effective as PSYOPS.68 Ganor argues that by giving air time to 
terrorist organizations, the media lends them credibility and gives weight to “baseless 
threats.” For those who see themselves as potential victims, this can further increase their 
anxiety level.69 For those who identify with the terrorist organizations, it can lend 
credibility to the cause and may inspire sacrifice and even martyrdom. 
D. HIZBULLAH'S USE OF PSYOPS 
Hizbullah is explicit about using PSYOPS to influence public opinion. According 
to Weimann, Hizbullah indicated their intent to use PSYOPS on the al-Manar television 
Web site, citing a quote from the Web site that read, “Al-Manar is the first Arab 
establishment to stage an effective psychological warfare against the Zionist enemy.”70 
Al-Manar does what it can for others with similar ideologies, such as hatred of 
Israel. Norton points out that al-Manar aimed propaganda at Palestinian viewers in 2000 
and 2001, even as Nasrallah was saying that the Palestinian issue belonged to the 
Palestinians and the Golan Heights issue belonged to Syria. “Even so, the level of 
incitement from Hizbullah was very high.”71 
In a similar example of PSYOPS, Hizbullah regularly produces documentary-
style programs depicting the brutal treatment of Palestinians at the hands of Israeli 
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authorities, thus including the Palestinian struggle as part of its fight. Sometimes graphic 
torture is included in these programs, according to Schleifer.72 
Ajemian suggests that Hizbullah’s political goals have evolved over the years into 
an effort to nationalize itself.73 Hizbullah wanted to appeal to other Lebanese sectarian 
groups. For example, in the fall of 2000, during the second Palestinian Intifada, Hizbullah 
used al-Manar to send live coverage of fighting into Arab homes. It worked and, for a 
time, al-Manar significantly increased its viewership. However, despite such attempts to 
appeal to Palestinian viewers, al-Manar’s Palestinian audience peaked in 2001, dropping 
to 8 percent in 2003, compared to an audience of 50 percent for al-Jazeera.74 
In the 2000 conflict, Hizbullah also identified enemy target audiences and the 
requisite messages. Along with its battlefield performance, determining which message 
should to go to which audience and following through at the appropriate time enabled 
Hizbullah to communicate to Israeli decision makers that their best bet was to get out of 
southern Lebanon sooner rather than later. Hizbullah ultimately convinced the Israeli 
Army that it was the best move. Eventually, the Israeli public began to feel it was not 
worth staying, and that there was a great deal to lose by continuing to fight.75 
Weimann says that terror organizations use continual transmissions of violence, 
intimidation, and declarations on radio, television, and the Internet to obtain the desired 
psychological effect of inspiring mass fear.76 In the 2000 war, al-Manar ran a 
psychological operations campaign designed to demoralize Israelis with announcements 
in Hebrew and a video of Israeli casualties with a blank space indicating the vacancy to 
be filled by the next dead solder.77 
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1. Hizbullah’s Psychological Operations in News Reporting 
Al-Manar television covers the news, then broadcasts the headlines from various 
newspapers. Foreign political events from Palestine, Iran, Iraq, and the United States are 
closely followed. As expected, an anti-Israeli bias is prevalent in al-Manar broadcasts.78 
The Iraq war is also followed closely. Clear bias appears in reporting of alleged rapes and 
torture by Americans, according to Baylouny.79 In addition, al-Manar reports when 
American media is reporting the same events. When U.S. troops face threats in Iraq,  
al-Manar paints that fact in a positive light and is quick to point out mistakes made by the 
United States. The conditions at Guantanamo and Abu Ghraib prison were unreported 
and unpunished, according to al-Manar. Other unsavory issues are reported in short 
segments, including American discrimination against minorities and stories involving 
countries the United States has invaded in the past.80 
Some individuals will go quite far to misrepresent events, although some do get 
caught. During the 2006 war, a Reuter’s photographer, a Lebanese freelancer, was 
suspended for using a computer software program to digitally enhance two photographs. 
He modified one photo of the aftermath of a missile attack to give the appearance of more 
smoke, and added two flares to a second photo, making it appear as if three missiles had 
been released from an Israeli jet. He then labeled the flares as missiles in the caption, 
suggesting the Israelis had engaged in an offensive operation instead of a defensive 
one.81 
2. Use of Video Tapes in Hizbullah Reporting 
Video taping is used regularly by Hizbullah. Operations are routinely taped, with 
camera operators shadowing units everywhere. Even insignificant operations are 
highlighted and made to appear important if the group deems it symbolically appropriate. 
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For example, during a 1994 campaign that was ultimately lost, a Hizbullah unit was able 
to raise the Hizbullah flag over an Israeli compound. The flag did not stay up long, but a 
Hizbullah cameraman videotaped the episode, and the footage aired repeatedly, thus 
seeming to make the flag raising the point of the operation.82 
The flag-raising video is first-rate “heroic” footage, and Hizbullah began using 
this type of straight-from-the-battlefield video to advantage in 1994. Getting good video 
became the “point” of the battle and fuel for successful psychological operations. The 
quality of the video images is irrelevant. In fact, grittier video footage, which seems to 
convey down and dirty resistance on the front line at the grunt level, appears more 
authentic. Hizbullah uses video to make symbolic points that have gained the group huge 
advantages. The group has become quite creative and clever in the past two and a half 
decades with its usage of video, and has reaped huge benefits both militarily and 
psychologically.83 
3. Images and Propaganda 
Martyrdom and resistance imagery is used extensively to further Hizbullah’s 
agenda. For example, “The martyrdom of Imam Hussein at Karbala is a reference point 
around which Hizbullah has framed contemporary issues and events.”84 Shortly after then 
Hizbullah Secretary General Mussawi was assassinated, Nasrallah used the imagery of 
Imam Hussein’s martyrdom during Mussawi’s funeral song, thus drawing a comparison 
between the two. 
A similar parallel was drawn with the death of Imad Mughniyeh. Mughniyeh, 
now called “The Backbone of the Resistance,” was responsible for many military 
operations in 2000 and 2006.85 He was assassinated in February 2008. His picture is 
shown alongside those of other martyrs. The appeal is based on myth and defiance, and 
builds on the sacrifice of martyrs. Hizbullah also took advantage of the timing of 
Mughniyeh’s death. The traditional Islamic Resistance Week holiday, when the group 
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mourns past leaders, is held in February, and February 16 was supposed to be the day to 
commemorate past assassinations. The commemoration day was moved to  
February 22, 2008, in honor of Mughniyeh, thus cementing the imagery of  
his martyrdom.86 Mughniyeh was assassinated by a car bomb in Damascus on February 
12, and though the perpetrators have never been discovered Hizbullah blames Israel.  
Adding to the emotionalism of the event, al-Manar used images of Mughniyeh’s 
purported son, Jihad, wearing military gear and addressing Nasrallah with words such as, 
“. . . I say to my father of the martyrs, his eminence the Secretary General of Hizbullah, 
we are with you, we are your children, as all children of the martyrs we go along with 
you where ever you go . . . .” This “resistance” video appears later in other propaganda.87 
Videos displaying resistance are meant to move the audience into action. These 
videos garner support, be it giving money, voting for a particular candidate, joining the 
cause, or being one of the many who now feels Hizbullah is an important part of the 
Lebanese political structure. Martyrdom is the other strong motivating frame that is 
widely utilized in these videos.  
4. Al-Manar Videos on the Internet 
Music can make a mood. Color can create an atmosphere. Images can create 
vibes, good or bad. A good editor can take images, music, color, and narration and put 
together something that will inspire. Ajemian writes: 
Al-Manar has become quite adept at putting together commemorative 
clips with appropriate music and narrations to evoke the feelings that they 
want to further their agenda and to gain sympathy. The integration of past 
and present events and themes with the video/music/narrator presentations 
are successfully used to ‘reinforce the group’s greater narrative of 
resistance.’88 
 
In “Hizbullah’s Virtual Civil Society,” Dallal writes, “Hizbullah’s internet 
exploits amount to a new kind of media performance, one that does not and cannot aspire 
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to the terms of conventional communication.”89 As an example of framing on a Web site, 
Al Moqawama—Hizbullah—Lebanon—Al Mashriq showed video clips of  
“Al Moqawama Actions in South Lebanon.” The grainy videos are clearly violent, 
presumably showing what insurgents did in the “fight,” and I was able to view the types 
of videos Ajemian discussed in his article. Just as he said, those images were 
accompanied by patriotic music meant to provoke patriotic feelings in the target 
audience.90 The narration was in Arabic, and appeared to employ nostalgic themes of 
pan-Arabism or revisionism that would likely move both Shi’a and Arab audiences. 
Writing on the topic of music videos, Ajemian says, “The true cornerstone of 
Hizbullah’s media strategy is content which frames political violence within a narrative 
that has currency with both domestic and regional audiences—that of resistance. . . . 
Hizbullah has capitalized on political violence to advance its political and military 
goals.”91 On a pro-Israeli Web site, Richard H. Shulman writes of Hizbullah television 
that propagandistic “music video fillers played between programs” seem designed to 
incite suicide bombings. 92 
In a general assessment, Dallal writes: 
Hizbullah has developed transnational media forms that do not conform to 
nor are in dialogue with dominant global cultural forms. Its virtual 
performance space interrupts not only national boundaries but also 
assumed fault lines of ideological, cultural, and political affiliations.93 
5. Al-Manar on Television 
Baylouny lists specific frames she found in her research on al-Manar television. 
The frames include the Palestinian issue, Lebanese solidarity, American views on the 
Arab/Israeli issue, and Arab pride and resistance. While virtually all Palestinian Muslims 
are Sunni, Hizbullah recruits and uses Palestinians to increase their numbers against 
Amal, the other major Lebanese Shi’a party. This increases Hizbullah’s support base, 
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which now includes both Shi’a and Sunnis. The combined Hizbullah support base, along 
with Hizbullah’s tenacious efforts to change the image of the Shi’a, feeds into Lebanese 
solidarity, as evidenced by increased Sunni acceptance of Shi’a.94 
Spots and materials aired during programming breaks tend to illustrate resistance, 
specifically against Israel, as expected, but also against the United States, because of 
American support for Israel. Al-Manar has a wide range of programming and does not 
limit itself to portraying Hizbullah interests; most programming is  
“generally unbiased.”95 
A recent examination of the al-Manar Web site reveals a variety of programs 
available on al-Manar television. Titles (translated into English) include: Talk of the 
Hour, an interview program; What’s Next, a panel talk show; Between (  ), a discussion 
program; Our Colorful Pages; Good Morning, featuring live and recorded segments on 
life, culture, art, and nutrition; Nuts and Sugar, a children’s program with puppets, skits, 
and interaction; This is Palestine, addressing Palestinian people; The Religious Law in 
Life, answering religious questions in light of Islamic law; The Agenda, featuring 
discussions of political, cultural, and Arab world issues; and Problem and View, dealing 
with real-life problems.  
I was unable to locate al-Manar television broadcasts in English. However, one 
particular call-in program appeared to be pure propaganda. An English statement 
identified it as a live broadcast. The program featured pictures of destruction, fighting, 
shooting, demonstrations, people in distress, crying women, injured children, and death. 
At one point, a female caller was crying and in obvious distress, and then the connection 
was interrupted. The anchorwoman kept trying to see if the other woman was still on the 
line, but then there were sounds of a disconnected phone. The newswoman repeated 
“hello, hello” as if trying to reestablish contact with the caller, but before it became 
evident that the connection had been broken. During the program, pictures of Nasrallah 
were displayed and patriotic music was played. Another caller was an angry,  
shouting man. 
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E. SPECIFIC FRAMES 
Investigation of various Web sites in English and Arabic, as well as reports of the 
content of al-Manar television broadcasts, reveal a particular set of recurrent frames.  
Al-Manar repeats “bumper sticker” messages of resistance, martyrdom, Lebanese 
solidarity, Arab pride, Israelis and Americans as enemies of Arabs, and defiance  
and sacrifice. 
1. Resistance 
Resistance is the most prevalent frame found on the various Web sites and in the 
various news items investigated, both in Arabic and English versions. The fact is that 
Hizbullah has built a society of resistance with people participating at the community 
level, the grassroots level where true belief and support begins. It is built upon using 
other frames such as martyrdom, along with symbolism, thus allowing Hizbullah’s 
constituents to “feel” a part of the group and a part of the resistance movement. It is a 
“participatory” method of growing the movement. In this regard, the Shi’a actually 
transformed themselves toward action, via “justice, solidarity, community, sacrifice, 
progress . . .” resulting in a renewed “sense of pride.”96 
The videos al-Manar broadcasts are designed to move people emotionally enough 
to induce them into action. They have worked. Proof is the support given to Hizbullah. 
Using a blend of contemporary images and events with historical images and events, and 
combining those with patriotic music and poignant narration can go a long way toward 
delivering a message to a receptive audience. The addition of a leader who is associated 
with resistance and who has been martyred adds fuel to the fire. Additionally, 
Mughniyeh’s death was used in the traditional Islamic Resistance Week holiday. The 
date was changed, making the event even more significant. 
Hizbullah’s Secretary General Nasrallah has the ability to garner support and did 
so most recently on Martyrs Day. At a time when Hizbullah had lost some ground due to 
political maneuvering, the group had all but recovered by the end of 2008. In  
January 2009, Nasrallah took advantage of Martyrs Day, by addressing all Lebanese 
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people, not just the Shi’a. He also let Lebanese youth know that resistance belongs to all 
of them and that they, “undertake their actions in complete self-awareness, without 
coercions and free of any mental imbalance.”97 
2. Martyrdom 
The second most prevalent frame Hizbullah uses is that of martyrdom. Hizbullah 
makes use of martyrdom in news and in videos as an inspirational tool. This is where 
patriotic music, photos, video, and speeches can be used collectively to form a particular 
feeling in the listener. That feeling can sway the listener into action. Anyone killed in 
action, or dying as a result of conflict, is labeled a martyr. They have died for the cause 
and are now heroes and thus placed on pedestals. This particular frame can be a strong 
motivator toward action, especially if the victim is a family member or close associate. 
The martyrdom frame is used a great deal and with the death of Mughniyeh there 
was a new person to use in that capacity. Mughniyeh and resistance go hand in hand, so 
his death and ensuing funeral provided a great deal many images that could be and, in 
fact, were utilized to the fullest extent. Video purported to be of Mughniyeh’s son was 
also used for framing. In one particular video, Mughniyeh is described as a “leader of 
every martyr,” and “among the greatest of men.”98  
In Nasrallah’s Martyr’s Day address in 2009, he included a term that translates 
into “voluntary martyrdom” or what we would term “suicide bombing.”99 This is a 
display of how Nasrallah is able to take a historical issue such as martyrdom and put a 
contemporary tactic on it.100 
In news articles that were utilized for comparison purposes for this thesis,  
al-Manar continually characterized those killed as martyrs. Their deaths were often 
described as being totally senseless, as these people were innocents, not soldiers, and  
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were simply minding their own business, just simply living day-to-day. Descriptive 
words of what the Israelis had done, also often accompanied body counts, make the 
articles even more graphic in nature. 
3. Lebanese Solidarity and Arab Pride 
The July 2006 War was considered a victory for Arabs, and al-Manar took 
advantage of this by reaching out for a larger Arab audience. Al-Manar put together a 
media campaign as an “Arab victory,” combining well-known patriotic music with 
images of Hizbullah fighters and Arab nationalism. For example, music recorded by a 
popular Egyptian musician in the 1960s was combined with footage of soldiers in the 
fight that “harkens back to the days of Egyptian-led Pan Arabism.”101 This move of 
framing the conflict as an Arab victory proved to be a highly successful media campaign 
that garnered positive attention and support beyond the Shi’a. 
In another example, al-Manar produced a video using the anthem, “God is Great,” 
and included video of resistance fighters in action, injured Israelis being taken from the 
battlefield, and finally a speech by Nasrallah. The effect is another “pivotal moment in 
Hezbullah’s history into a greater historical narrative of Arab resistance.”102 One 
Palestinian writer called the media campaign something that “resonated throughout the 
region” and “spoke to a collective Arab sentiment and memory, and intensified Arab 
conviction in the belief that Lebanon represented the ‘first line of defense’ of a common 
nation against a common enemy.”103  
The issue of Palestine has been a unifying factor for the Lebanese people, and the 
Palestinian-Israeli conflict had been a focus of Hizbullah for some time. While the 
Palestinians are Sunni for the most part, the issue comes from their location. The refugee 
population tends to side with the Shi’a, and this is an opportunity for Hizbullah to 
increase its base. In addition, the Palestine/Jerusalem issue is important to not only Shi’a 
and Palestinians, but also the Sunni, making Hizbullah much more of an accepted entity 
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by the Lebanese as a whole. This continues across religious lines as well, since even 
Lebanese Christians feel the loss of Palestine.104 
4. Israelis and Americans are the Enemy  
This frame is evident throughout the news and blatant in Nasrallah’s speeches, 
though it must be noted here that Hizbullah’s leaders have stated that it is not the U.S. 
people who are disliked. Hizbullah has an issue with the U.S. government.105 For 
example, in a speech Nasrallah gave on August 3, 2006, he said, “The American 
administration would bear the responsibility for the slaughter and destruction occurring 
now, and that Israel was nothing more than a tool to achieve that.” Nasrallah also pointed 
out that the Israelis had not accomplished anything in the field and that was because of 
the courage of the people and in their resistance.106  
While some in Hizbullah leadership position say it is the U.S. government, it was 
Nasrallah who told a group of supporters in Beirut in 2003, “Our slogan is and remains 
death to America.”107 
Hizbullah’s PSYOPS are aimed toward Israel and that is where a great deal of the 
videotaping in the field becomes significant. As previously mentioned, the 1994 event in 
which a Hizbullah military unit raised a Hizbullah flag over an Israeli compound became 
an almost instant success, because that piece of footage was used over and over again to 
an audience that was hungry for victory and looking for something positive. The fact that 
the flag didn’t stay up at the Israeli compound did not matter.108 It was raised, the event 
was taped, and the tape played to a Lebanese audience where they could see “resistance” 
and they could witness a “win” over the Israelis. This type of videotaping in the field, no  
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matter the original intent of the battle, became the point, especially if it yielded video that 
provided symbolic footage that could be used to Hizbullah’s advantage in its framing and 
its PSYOPS. 
Their dislike of the United States shows in Hizbullah’s distrust of the Siniora 
government, which had power until May 2008. The government was seen as a “tool” of 
the United States by Hizbullah.109 As proof, Hizbullah pointed to a quote by then 
President Bush who praised Prime Minister Siniora for not giving in to Hizbullah’s 
demands, a quote the Hizbullah leadership found “condescending.”110 
In terms of Web sites, some of the most graphic illustrations in which Israelis are 
vilified can be difficult to locate now, but as Dallal points out, an early version of a 
Hizbullah site had one particular depiction of Israeli soldiers carrying a decapitated child 
who had reportedly been the victim of an air raid by the Israelis.111 As is shown in 
Chapter IV, news articles still accuse the Israelis of atrocities, and continue to show the 
Israelis in the worst way. 
5. Defiance and Sacrifice 
Defiance and sacrifice can be considered extensions of resistance and martyrdom, 
respectively, but have subtle differences. In terms of defiance, Hizbullah uses its 
commemorative videos; for example, the above-mentioned videos of Mughniyeh.  
Sacrifice is not necessarily the ultimate sacrifice of death, and thus cannot be considered 
martyrdom, but people have and do make sacrifices for the movement.    While these two 
frames are not as prevalent, they are interwoven with and among other frames utilized  
by Hizbullah.  
Defiance is in terms of the defiance of oppression and sacrifice comes from those 
who participate in the struggle against oppression. These two frames come from the 
Shia’s interpretation of the death of Imam Hussein Ibn Ali, according to Ajemian. In 
Karbala in 680 AD, Hussein made a choice to struggle against oppression, where he 
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ultimately resisted and died instead of submitting to the demands of the Ummayad 
Caliphate. Hussein lost his family and friends in the endeavor.112 It is this kind of 
sacrifice that embodies those martyred at Karbala, and anyone following that path is on a 
“symbolic struggle for justice against oppression.”113 
F. CONCLUSION 
Hizbullah takes advantage of al-Manar’s television and Web site capability and 
utilizes both media to capacity, filling them with frames that provide the appropriate 
target message to the target audience at the appropriate time. These frames are designed 
to move the audience toward action, and the frames are successful. Additionally, the 
presentation of the frames further enhances their effectiveness. 
In terms of successful PSYOPS, there is a required awareness and responsiveness 
to specific target audiences, especially when the messages are intended to inspire people 
to great sacrifice for their country, religion, or basic beliefs. In Chapter IV, the cultural 
frames used by al-Manar are compared with those of the dominant Arab media,  
al-Jazeera. 
                                                 
112 Ajemian, “Resistance Beyond Time,”  4-5. 
113 Ajemian, “Resistance Beyond Time,”  5. 
 36
THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
 37
IV. A COMPARISON OF AL-MANAR AND AL-JAZEERA 
A. INTRODUCTION 
This chapter compares and contrasts al-Manar and al-Jazeera news articles posted 
on their respective Web sites, as well as a few other items. Web site sources are the basis 
for this analysis because they are archived, and thus readily available and retrievable. As 
expected, these two media are starkly different in their tone and in their framing.  
Al-Manar is much more focused on its immediate audience and uses specific frames 
toward its audience to illicit an expected response. Al-Jazeera’s framing is much more 
mainstream, less radical, and is what would be expected of a credible  
news organization.  
B. METHODOLOGY 
 Two periods are analyzed: the July 2006 war in Lebanon and the 2008-2009 
Israel-Gaza conflict. The news stories written by employees of al-Manar and al-Jazeera in 
those periods are reviewed. News stories in which outside agency information augments 
al-Manar and al-Jazeera reports are utilized, but not articles or reports that originated with 
international news agencies. One article by al-Safeer, posted on the al-Manar Web site, 
proved similar in style and framing to that of al-Manar; that report is included.  
To evaluate the articles in terms of framing, a search was done for specific key 
words and phrases in each article. Each article’s overall tone or attitude is also evaluated. 
Al-Manar’s articles of 2006 are compared to later articles and the same is done with  
al-Jazeera. A comparison between al-Manar and al-Jazeera during each time period is 
also presented. 
The Arabic versions of the sites are used, with all articles translated into English 
to ensure that the Arabic framing from each site is clear. The objective is to determine 
what Hizbullah and al-Jazeera communicate to their Arabic-speaking audiences.  
Research shows that the English version of the al-Manar Web site employs an 
entirely different frame. For example, when Hizbullah Secretary General Nasrallah 
addressed the Lebanese people to commemorate important Lebanese martyrs and heroes, 
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al-Manar ran articles on February 16, 2009 in both Arabic and English. The Arabic 
version states that Nasrallah neither confirms nor denies that the resistance has obtained 
air defense. The English version is not a translation of the Arabic version, but a totally 
different article. The first sentence alone shows the importance of framing. The English 
version begins with Nasrallah’s declaration that the Islamic Resistance “has the full right 
to possess all kinds of weaponry, including antiaircraft weapons, emphasizing that the 
Resistance has the courage to use such weapons.”114 The article for the Lebanese 
audience is entirely different, though both share framings in terms of martyrdom and 
resistance.115 Because of these differences, using the Arabic versions of the sites is both 
appropriate and necessary for determining the framing used by al-Manar and al-Jazeera to 
reach their Arabic-speaking audiences.  
C. WAR IN LEBANON, JULY 2006 
 The July 2006 conflict between Hizbullah and Israel reportedly began when 
Hizbullah forces abducted two Israelis and killed three others.116 The conflict began on 
July 12 and ended with a ceasefire brokered by the United Nations on August 14. The 
confrontation ended when Israel lifted its naval blockade in September 2008. The actual 
conflict lasted 34 days. 
 Initially, al-Manar’s news was not available on its Web site, presumably because 
its headquarters building was bombed early on. Al-Manar did manage to continue 
broadcasting with relatively few disruptions.117 
The first news article written by an al-Manar reporter during the conflict period is 
dated August 3. The reporter’s vocabulary expresses resistance first and foremost. The 
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term “Zionist invaders” is used to describe the Israelis on Lebanese land. Hizbullah uses 
the term Zionist to avoid using the term Israel or Israeli. It is another way Hizbullah 
delegitimizes Israel. It also regularly used the term “enemy.” “Pride” is another frame 
found throughout article. Additionally, the term “resistance” is supplemented by 
replacement terms like “standing against the force.” Standing ground against “elite” 
forces is lauded as well.118 
 In a second example, resistance is successfully used against a ship characterized 
as “one of the most effective boats in the world.” Still, the ship was bested by the 
resistance. The article reports that this is the third time since the “Zionist assault” that the 
resistance took out an Israeli boat. The article includes mention of “harsh blows” by 
resistance against the Israeli forces.119 
 One al-Manar article points to all-around success for Hizbullah. It lists stellar 
performances by resistance forces, including continued destruction of enemy ships and 
the continued failure of the invading army. In another “win” for the group, the resistance 
made the enemy “retreat” from an announced goal of ejecting Hizbullah and disarming 
the group within two weeks. The article reports that the resistance and its leadership 
continue to “control and govern from its heart thorough all field conditions.”120 
 In an article dated August 14, several quotes illustrate the resolve of various 
individuals. One person is quoted saying, “The more they strike us and the more 
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and the last child.” This is one of several quotes conveying the message of resistance. 
The article ends with the line “[The] inhabitants confirm that they will resist, resist, resist 
‘til glory and victory.”121 
 In the one al-Manar article produced by al-Safeer, framing was similar. America 
is blamed for the Lebanon war and is criticized for the “attempt to place France in a bad 
situation, causing it to lose its special prestige in Lebanon.”122 This is put into the context 
of revenge for France’s stance against the Iraq war. America’s fault in the war is 
illustrated by a statement from Assistant Secretary of State David Welch that the  
United States will reject their “resistance” principle. The article says that Welch was 
never an “envoy of peace,” and that the U.S. decision to send Welch is a message to 
Israel to “extend the war” against Lebanon and its people. The writer calls this a “foolish 
gamble” and uses language much like the rest, framing the situation in terms like the 
“glory of defiance,” and “courageous resistance,” Lebanon’s “legendary resistance” and 
the defiance of heroic warriors.123 
 The al-Jazeera articles selected for examination are quite different in tone and 
framing. They are much more neutral and mainstream, less likely to elicit a strong 
response one way or another. The articles, for the most part, appear closer to the straight 
news stories one would find on CNN or other regular American news Web sites. 
 Al-Jazeera offers up a clearly written piece on July 25, 2006, discussing Lebanese 
waters as an underpinning of the Israeli strategy. The article states that Israel’s water gap, 
and its ever increasing need for water, mean that security is not the only reason Israel 
wants control of the region.124 The article presents Israel’s ambitions as dating from 
before the State of Israel was established, with several historical situations to support the 
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argument. For example, Israel invaded Lebanon in 1978 and installed equipment to move 
water from various rivers into northern Israel. In 2002, Israel threatened to attack when 
Lebanon began a project to divert water to south Lebanon. The report does not contain 
derogatory comments or blatant frames, and is well constructed, conveying an apparently 
valid argument.  
 In an al-Jazeera report of August 4, the reporting is straightforward, much like 
one would see in any American newspaper. The article describes where air raids took 
place, what buildings were targeted, who had made comments and what they had said. 
The Israelis are called the “occupation forces,” but no “Zionist” rhetoric is present in this 
particular article, unlike the al-Manar examples. When the Israeli forces had to retreat 
due to Hizbullah action, the reporting is again straightforward. A mild version of the 
“resistance” frame appears in the final two paragraphs of the article with a statement that 
the Israeli army encountered fierce resistance by Hizbullah fighters. The final paragraph 
reports that Hizbullah fired rockets into northern Israel in response to the fighting.125 
 An al-Jazeera article from August 5, with information from other agencies, 
contains a little more framing, although it is subtle. Hizbullah’s forces are called the 
“Islamic Resistance,” and while Israel was not called anything much worse than the 
“occupation forces,” its actions are labeled as “massacres of civilians” and “slaughters.” 
Additionally, the article points out that many of those killed had just finished lunch and 
were loading trucks with fruit for local delivery. It paints a picture of people minding 
their own business and being killed out of the blue. The article also quotes an Associated 
Press report of 57 people “buried in the rubble” in two towns. To the reporter’s credit, 
conflicting casualty counts are also reported.126    
 Another article by al-Jazeera in combination with other agencies has very little 
framing, containing straight news reports of battles, casualties, and towns affected.  
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Various perspectives are represented, Hizbullah’s as well as the Israeli forces’. Numbers 
of people killed and the numbers of homes destroyed are recounted. The worst term 
mentioned is “aggression.”127 
 The al-Jazeera article dated August 17 reports on the al-Dahiya destruction in 
southern Beirut. In the al-Manar article on the same incident, the entire article consists of 
quotes by citizens conveying messages of resistance. In the al-Jazeera article, resistance 
is also a dominant frame. Another message is massacre. Perhaps the most important part 
of the article is the specific mention of al-Manar and its own example of resistance.  
Al-Manar refused to stop broadcasting even during the “aggression.” They were knocked 
of the air, but began transmitting again, “from beneath heaps of [rubble].” Equipment was 
set up and interviews conducted at the plaza. Additionally, two of al-Manar’s personnel, 
an announcer and a preparer, became field correspondents, because “the message of  
al-Manar is the message of the resistance and therefore the location doesn’t matter,” 
according to the report.128 This is one of the rare exceptions among the al-Jazeera 
articles, with more framing and a much stronger message of destruction and horror. With 
what I have seen thus far of al-Jazeera’s reporting, this implies, first of all, that the 
situation was quite nasty, and secondly, the al-Jazeera reporter exhibits respect toward the 
al-Manar duo who continued to broadcast despite all the destruction around them. 
 In 2008, al-Manar published an analytical piece about the July 2006 War. It had 
all the same characteristics of the earlier articles. The Israelis are called the Zionist army, 
and Israel’s weakness and lack of readiness are pointed out. Lebanese pride resounds 
throughout the article as well. In a verbal jab at the Israelis, one sentence on the 
destruction of Israeli Merkava tanks reads, “the ‘Pride of the Israeli industry’ was 
destroyed and lost its fearsome reputation.”129 This can go a long way toward increasing 
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Hizbullah’s stature, as it is another “win” for the group. The perception is that the 
deterrence capacity of the Israelis is gone. The weakness of Israeli strategy is discussed, 
as is lack of confidence in Israeli leadership. The Israelis “faltered before the military and 
psychological war of the Islamic resistance.”130 The article discusses Nasrallah’s eight 
speeches, stating that the “Zionist base believed the works of Mr. Nasrallah more than the 
President of their government, Ehud Olmert.”131 Resistance and martyrdom are also 
included in the article, thus showing Lebanese strength. The article claims that the 
Zionists weaken with the fall of each soldier. Al-Manar’s ability to continue broadcasting 
after its main building was destroyed and its ability to carry the “realities of the 
resistance’s superiority,” are also reported in the article. The final jab is against the 
United States. The article states that the Zionist enemy was forced to attack by the 
American administration.132 There may be some truth to that particular allegation, as an 
in-depth report by Seymour Hersh appeared The New Yorker in which Hersh wrote about 
the situation. While Israel was planning an attack, this particular attack was planned and 
executed rather quickly—more quickly than usual, according to one Mossad official who 
has more than 20 years of experience. Apparently, both President Bush and  
Vice President Cheney were on board with having Israel use a boarder skirmish as an 
excuse to destroy Hizbullah, and use lessons learned toward any plans in dealing  
with Iran.133 
D. GAZA CONFLICT 2008-2009 
 The campaign in Gaza had been ongoing in spurts, beginning on  
November 4, 2008, when Israeli troops killed six Hamas gunmen. The target of the Israeli 
raid was a tunnel reportedly to be used to kidnap Israeli soldiers by the gunmen. An 
Israeli spokesman said there was no intention of suspending the ceasefire, and that the 
operation was meant only to remove an immediate threat. Nevertheless, this began a back 
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and forth series of attacks between the two sides.134 The six-month truce expired on 
December 19, 2008, and the conflict began days later, on December 27. Although this 
campaign did not occur in Lebanon, it elicited a definite response from both al-Manar 
and al-Jazeera. 
 On the day the bombing began, al-Manar published two articles. In the first, the 
question is asked whether the Israelis had a “green light” for the attack from the Arabs 
and the international community. The article suggests that the “Zionists” had at least the 
“disregard” of the Arab and international community, because otherwise the attacks 
would not have been as “bold.”135 The anti-Israeli framing continued with name calling, 
including “Zionist Foreign Minister” and “President of the enemy state.” 
 The second article includes “Zionist” rhetoric and adds resistance and martyrdom 
framing to a report about the enemy’s “slaughter” of 210 people. The article is focused on 
those killed or injured as a result of the continuing Israeli air raids.136 
 A few days later, on December 31, using statements from Hamas representatives, 
another al-Manar article makes it clear that an Israel invasion would be foolish. A Hamas 
representative states, “We are ready for all the choices and we will fight to the last 
breath.”137 The article reports talk of a truce, including conversations between a Russian 
Foreign Minister and a Hamas representative, and states that Hamas would study any 
truce proposals. However, any truce would have to mean equal rights and all blockades 
must be removed. The spokesman made it clear that the “Zionist enemy” started the  
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conflict, and if the blockade and aggression continue, a truce would be basically 
meaningless. While the article contains a great deal of straight news, framing and rhetoric 
are evident.138 
 Al-Manar’s next article specifically addresses the Palestinian resistance and its 
continued pummeling of the “Zionist settlements.”139 The article discusses Hamas 
missile attacks against specific areas, sometimes naming the sites, but calling the towns 
either “occupied” cities (e.g. “the occupied city of Ashkelon,”) or “settlements” as 
another way of delegitimizing Israel’s presence in the area. Another section discusses 
Israel’s dropping leaflets over eastern Gaza to solicit information about where the 
missiles were being fired from. The leaflets were not much help in locating the culprits, 
and missiles continued to hit the Israeli settlements. The article has a mocking tone, 
ending with comments that notwithstanding Israelis planes, ships, and forces ready to 
strike at Gaza, the “enemy” had to deal with all the missiles sent by Hizbullah.140 
 The final al-Manar article, published after the ceasefire announcement, uses the 
usual frames. The article calls the conflict a “failed hostile and brutal war during which 
people resisted despite the massacres and the siege and the resistance fought back.”141 
The resistance frame is woven throughout the article, as is the martyrdom frame. A high 
body count is reported in the text. The Arab pride frame is present too, quoting banners 
saying, “The [Hamas] movement congratulates our people for their bold victory.”142  
 Again, the al-Jazeera articles prove much more temperate in terms of framing, but 
though more subtle, framing is still present. The first article examined is a compilation of 
information by the al-Jazeera reporter, so one might argue that the framing comes with 
his choice of information. For example, the Sudanese president criticized the Israeli 
“massacre” and Egypt directly blamed the Israeli military for the death and injuries, 
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telling al-Jazeera that the government and the people of Egypt “reject and condemn this 
unprecedented slaughter.”143 In addition, Hizbullah’s director of foreign relations stated 
that resistance is the best defense for the Palestinian people. The number of people 
martyred and injured is also listed.144 This article is among the closest to al-Manar-type 
reporting of all the al-Jazeera articles examined for this study. 
 An opinion piece written by Jordanian Prince Hasan bin Talal was posted on  
al-Jazeera on December 28, 2008. Prince bin Talal is the uncle of King Abdullah II of 
Jordan, and the Honorary Head of the World Conference of Religions for Peace. As with 
most of the al-Jazeera pieces, the article does not contain a great deal of framing. He calls 
for the immediate cessation of “this unwarranted violence.”145 He writes that excessive 
force and a long siege would not be a deterrent. The piece has a tone of sadness. One 
particular paragraph appears to lay blame equally: 
If we believe in apportioning the damage between both parties of the 
equation, the Palestinians and the Israelis, then that applies to each faction 
and each group within each party, and the losses are distributed amongst 
all and no one is immune to their pain.146 
 
It must be acknowledged that the previous article was written early in the conflict, 
and as death and injuries increased, so did the criticism of the Israelis. 
Another al-Jazeera article uses a Lebanese military expert’s analysis of Israel’s 
next move. It includes some basic frames: resistance, the failure of Israel to achieve 
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rhetoric and the arguments in the article have a great deal of merit. The expert repeats 
that the following 48 hours will be crucial, as that is when Israel will decide what to  
do next.147 
An unnamed Palestinian writer contributed a January 3 al-Jazeera report listing 
the causes of the attack on Gaza. The article contains al-Manar-styled framing and 
rhetoric, but the author also blames the Palestinian authority and Arab regimes for trying 
to tear down Hamas. He identifies Hamas as an Islamic resistance movement. The author 
states that the control of Gaza by Hamas is another reason for the attack and an 
“embarrassment to the Palestinian Authority.” He writes,  
Preserving the contorted Arab regimes which the West calls moderate is 
an inseparable part of the American-Israeli strategy now; this is because 
they are tools that facilitate making the Arabs their instruments and 
keeping them simple-minded.148 
This quote is an example of an anti-Israel frame with U.S. government 
involvement. While the quote can be construed as a legitimate argument in terms of the 
United States’ support of Israel, it suggests that the United States intends to control other 
Arab governments, and thus their policies. The term “simple minded” insinuates the 
United States is keeping Arab allies uninformed. In addition, the article addresses timing 
of the war and refers to external events, such as the U.S. elections, noting that Israel may 
have preferred to have the war before the “Father of Wars left the White House.”149 
While the author states the conflict was expected, he calls the Arab regimes the “weak 
link” that would ultimately force Israel to shorten the conflict and thus not reach its goals. 
 The final al-Jazeera article under review is a report about a Hamas resistance 
fighter who died because he did not get timely medical treatment. The fighter bled for 
five hours. Unfortunately, he was not the only one. The martyrdom frame is used in this 
article. According to the article, the wounded were neither cared for nor were Palestinian 
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medics allowed to go in and take care of them. Additionally, there was a report of 
execution of unarmed citizens, and a freed prisoner stated that entire families had been 
executed.150 This article has a different frame from the other al-Jazeera article, reporting 
on a great deal of unnecessary bloodshed, and relying on one person as the information 
source. The article notes that the Palestinian Authority seems partially to blame.151 
E. AN AL-MANAR COMEDIC SPOT 
Surprisingly, al-Manar shows a “lighter” side that al-Jazeera does not share.  
Al-Manar has an archive of editorial cartoons with biting humor. This is perhaps an 
alternative method al-Manar is utilizing to reach out to its target audience. In places 
where serious words do not always “hit home,” sometimes humor works. Perhaps this is 
the thinking behind al-Manar’s comedic spot. Not to mention the fact that a picture can 
say more and do more in one glace than an entire article, and the photo, or cartoon in this 
case, can complete the frame in a matter of seconds. The frame in each of the three 
examples is anti-Israeli in tone.   
The cartoons say a great deal about al-Manar’s wit. The first of the three 
examples shows an Israeli soldier surviving an explosive pit labeled “Lebanon” only to 
step toward another one labeled “Gaza.”152 In a second example, what looks to be a 
hardened Israeli soldier is examining a book entitled “Know Your Enemy.” The book 
cover shows a photo of a baby.153 The final example depicts an Israeli magician reaching 
into a magic top hat, presumably to pull out a rabbit. The hat is labeled “Gaza” and the 
magician's hand is obviously being ravaged inside the hat.154 These comic strips are 
included in the Appendices. 
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F. CONCLUSIONS 
The four data sets yield interesting results. Al-Manar seems to have the same 
framing in both time periods. Resistance is at the top of the list, followed closely by 
martyrdom. The deep contempt Hizbullah has for the Israelis is just as obvious, and its  
hatred of American policy in the Middle East is also evident. Themes of Lebanese/Arab 
pride are also obvious, and the defiance and sacrifice frames are also evident, though not 
as prevalent as the resistance and martyrdom frames. 
The framing al-Jazeera employs is much more subtle, though is it still there.  
Al-Jazeera is a much more straight news source. Al-Jazeera does not show as much 
framing during the July 2006 Lebanon conflict. It does show a bit more stylistic diversity 
in the articles covering the 2008-2009 Gaza conflict, although the shift is minor 
compared with al-Manar. 
 Al-Manar can be quite blatant in its use of framing and it is not afraid to show its 
opinions. Disdain for Israel and the United States is openly expressed. This is not true of 
al-Jazeera. Al-Jazeera is much more mainstream and, in fact, is building a reputation for 
fair and unbiased journalism. 
By its own admission, Al-Jazeera has had a reputation for controversy. In an 
article posted on its Web site on November 1, 2006, al-Jazeera lists a series of 
controversies that have it and its reporters as the subject of the story. For example, in  
March 2002, al-Jazeera was the only media organization covering demonstrations in 
Cairo in support of the Palestinian intifada. Its cameramen were arrested. In  
November 2002, Kuwait banned al-Jazeera from completing a report about U.S. troops 
based in Kuwait because the report would make Kuwait look bad. In March 2003, the 
New York Stock exchange put an indefinite ban into effect so that al-Jazeera could not be 
on the trading floor. The ban was lifted a few months later. Both an Arabic and an 
English Web site owned by Al-Jazeera are hacked into in March 2003; the sites are shut 
down. In October 2006, the Tunisian embassy in Qatar is closed because of “a hostile 
campaign by al Jazeera.”155 
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Part of the controversy surrounding al-Jazeera is due to its broadcasting of  
Osama bin Laden’s videotaped message shortly after the September 11, 2001 attacks. The 
United States accused al-Jazeera of assisting terrorists with their propaganda—an 
accusation that al-Jazeera vehemently denies.  
The war of ideas is more important now than ever. The world economy is a major 
issue, markets are falling, pirates are running rampant, and the view of America keeps 
going down. With a new president at the helm, this is the opportunity for America to truly 
change direction.  
Right now, as is evident in the articles examined, al-Manar is not a candidate for 
America to reach out and contact, but Al-Jazeera is, and actually always has been. Taking 
advantage of al-Jazeera and its extremely large Arab audience is something the  
United States should seriously consider. Al-Jazeera is a reputable news outlet, and while 
it has had its controversies, it has an audience that remains elusive to the United States. In 
this globalized world, this is important audience to be able to engage. Unfortunately, this 
is one audience that the United States has thus far only successfully engage on a small 
scale. Al-Jazeera is a news agency that is trusted by the Arab people. This is a potential 




 This study has identified the frames utilized by al-Manar and al-Jazeera, 
examined the extent to which the frames are used in the news at different time periods, 
and ascertained if the frames changed between time periods. Additionally, the study 
compared al-Manar and al-Jazeera's frame usage, determining that there is, indeed, a 
significant difference between the two media. Al-Manar is much more deliberate and 
aggressive in its framing, whereas al-Jazeera has been moving toward a more balanced 
mainstream news style. The two styles are different because the audiences being reached 
are distinct and the audience reaction desired by each medium is different. Al-Jazeera is 
not necessarily trying to get its audience to move into some kind of action, whereas  
al-Manar wants support for Hizbullah. Hizbullah needs to compel its audience into 
action, and that is where the framing comes into play. 
B. REVIEW OF THE FRAMES 
Al-Manar and al-Jazeera differ significantly in their framing. Al-Manar makes no 
apologies for its motto, “Death to America,” and its hatred of everything connected to 
Israel. In contrast, al-Jazeera is becoming a reputable and trustworthy news organization; 
it offers more balanced news pieces, representing a variety of perspectives. Al-Jazeera’s 
articles contain more analysis, while al-Manar’s articles contain more emotion. In an 
interview with The New Yorker, al-Manar news director Hassan Fadlallah, who sees CNN 
as representing the “Zionist news network,” makes it clear that neutrality is not what  
al-Manar is about—neutrality is left for al-Jazeera.156  
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Additionally, al-Manar has selected frames that resonate with its target audience 
and, indeed, has compelled the audience into action. Whether the action is simply support 
for the group or participation in the group depends on the individual and what frame 
actually moved him or her into action. 
1. Resistance 
 The frame of resistance dominates the articles selected from the al-Manar  
Web site from the 2006 period and the 2008/9 period. In the July 2006 war, Hizbullah’s 
resistance against the Israelis is emphasized. The group’s successes against a larger, 
stronger, better equipped enemy are also highlighted, demonstrating the pride frame that 
is probably a source of the defiance attitude. Al-Manar stories stress Hizbullah's 
successes against Israeli ships, tanks, and other equipment, which make the enemy look 
incompetent and ultimately cause them to retreat. Such stories provide great material for 
al-Manar’s PSYOPS and propaganda.  
The resistance frame is repeated on al-Manar’s Web site and in its news items. 
Continued resistance gives credence to Hizbullah. The Sunni have come to view the Shi’a 
as a legitimate population now, especially because of Hizbullah’s continued success in its 
resistance to Israel. Hizbullah has proven itself on the battlefield against an opponent 
widely recognized as a force to be reckoned with. Hizbullah’s Secretary General Sayyid 
Hassan Nasrallah is the epitome of resistance. He has the skill and flair to inspire a crowd 
into a frenzy. He does not just address the Shi’a, but all Lebanese people, and on special 
occasions such as Martyrs Day, he uses his charisma to garner continued support for the 
cause.157  
For Hizbullah, resistance is a way of life for the Shi’a. It is the mission of the 
group, but also of each individual to resist and to embody resistance practices throughout 
daily living. It is also a religious duty that the Shi’a are expected to live by. “The 
resistance society is the product that Hizbullah’s holistic network aims to achieve.”158 
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2. Martyrdom 
 Many al-Manar articles report on numbers of people injured or killed. In both 
time periods, those killed are always referred to as martyrs. Even an eight-year-old girl 
was labeled a martyr. Higher body counts seem to be better. The fact that bodies were 
buried under rubble is routinely reported, along with information on the victims’ 
activities just prior to death (usually innocuous daily activities like eating lunch).  
The martyrdom frame rarely appears in al-Jazeera stories for either time period, 
illustrating their more conventional attitude. Martyrdom is used only once in the  
2008-2009 al-Jazeera articles. Al-Jazeera reports body counts, but without the derogatory 
terms. While al-Jazeera does use terms such as “massacres” and “slaughters,” conflicting 
body count estimates are also reported.159 
 The martyrdom frame is one built on Hizbullah’s narratives, and encompasses 
sacrifice as well. Becoming a martyr will ensure one’s place in Lebanese history.160 This 
is important to the Shi’a. 
3. Lebanese Solidarity and Arab Pride 
 Lebanese solidarity and Arab pride can be subsumed under the frame of 
patriotism and unity. This frame is behind the Sunni acceptance of the Shi’a and the 
unification of the Shi’a and the Sunnis. A great deal of this acceptance is based on 
Hizbullah’s continued resistance to Israel and its successes through several conflicts. 
 Hizbullah has gained a great deal of support because of its continued success 
against Israel, and also because of its support of the Palestinians. The group is aware of 
the importance of the Palestinians, who now support Hizbullah and bolster its  
support base.161 A continual increase in its support base is important for any group, and 
in Hizbullah’s case, using Lebanese solidarity and Arab pride is a perfect method of 
reaching out to its Lebanese audience. 
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4. Israelis and U.S. Government are Enemies 
 The frame of common enemies is another aspect of patriotism. News reports do 
not always mention both Israel and the United States, especially when Israel is the subject 
of the report. In the al-Manar pieces examined for this study, Israel is always presented in 
a derogatory fashion. This frame is evident in all articles from al-Manar, but in very few 
from al-Jazeera, where the frame, when used, is much tempered. 
 That the Israelis are the enemy needs no explanation. During the July 2006 war, 
for al-Manar, that is who the fight was against. However, Hizbullah’s disdain of 
Americans is actually because of the U.S. government policy toward Israel. In fact, 
Hizbullah leadership has made is clear that their issue is not with the American people, 
but with the American government. 
In the 2008-2009 conflict, it was not much of a stretch for al-Manar to take on the 
Palestinian situation. Politically, with 23 seats in the 128-member Lebanese parliament, 
Hizbullah has established a presence for continued resistance as a part of the government.  
The broad framing spectrum during the 2008-2009 period for al-Jazeera is 
interesting. Al-Jazeera displayed framing attitudes ranging from near neutrality to some 
rather hostile pieces.  This frame is one which goes hand in hand with resistance and 
Israel is the primary target of Hizbullah’s resistance. 
5. Defiance and Sacrifice 
While defiance and sacrifice are treated in this study as distinct and separate, the 
two frames can also be considered extensions of resistance and martyrdom, respectively. 
Defiance is resistance combined with Arab pride or Lebanese nationalism. The al-Safeer 
article provides a clear example of defiance: 
It’s certain that Lebanon, particularly when it’s living through the glory of 
the defiance and the courageous resistance to the American war which the 
Israeli war machine is launching against it with all its weaponry and 
perpetrating massacres every day murdering women and children and 
destroying the cities and villages and the means of living, won’t produce 
puppet agents like the Afghani ‘Karzai.’162 
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 Although not as dramatic as the ultimate sacrifice and, therefore, not elevated to 
the status of martyrdom, the realities of daily life during wartime still exact a high price. 
One woman is quoted in an al-Manar article saying, “We have sacrificed and we continue 
to sacrifice for the movement of the Arab peoples.”163 
C. UNDERSTANDING HIZBULLAH 
So why do so many people get involved with activism and social movements in 
the Middle East? “Long-festering, genuine grievances . . . ” is one guess, but not a correct 
one. There are other theories dealing with political opportunities.164 Bamyeh has different 
ideas where he discusses the migration of political energies, the creative moment, the 
recourse to tradition and distinguishing between two origins of social movements. The 
migration of political energies in terms of Hizbullah deals with Nasser’s popularity as a 
symbol. Even after his death, he represented pan-Arabism, his posters still displayed right 
next to those of Musa Sadr. The energy line in this case was Nasser to Musa Sadr and his 
forces to Amal and then on to Hizbullah.165 The energy does not die. It just migrates.  
The creative moment is a novel approach to getting a job done. Unfortunately, in 
Hizbullah’s case, the group managed to come up with one of the nastier approaches to 
conflict, and the suicide bombing, which is something Hizbullah has used on Israeli 
troops as well as Americans and the French.166 
Hizbullah’s use of the media is another way in which it has become known, and 
its successful pursuit of politics is another example of how it is becoming “known.”167 
In its early days, Hizbullah was primarily a charitable organization providing 
assistance where the assistance was needed, much the same way that many of these types  
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of groups begin. These self-organized interest groups tend to become politicized due to 
crisis conditions and then eventually became militarized due to the environment they  
are in.168 
Bamyeh’s final point is the two types of social movement origins, one is the idea 
in its pure form, unfettered, while the other is structural or the socialization of the idea, 
that is through some crisis or event that has caused the movement.169 
 The idea in this case for the Shi’a has been a global political mission. This 
managed to take hold in the 1970s when Shia’ism rose as a political force, though the 
Shi’a have existed for centuries. Steps led up to Hizbullah, foreign support government 
recognition, and a national mission. 
 Hizbullah has been extremely competent throughout the years in terms of getting 
its desired message out to its target audiences. It extensively uses the media to establish 
those messages, specifically al-Manar and now its associated Web site. The group has 
utilized specific frames that resonate with its target audience and compel audience 
member to move into action, to get involved with the movement.   
The Lebanese people do not see Hizbullah as anything but an organization that 
provides social services to those Lebanese in need, as well as one with a military aspect 
that resists Israeli occupation, and does so successfully. It is this successful resistance, 
and the framing and selling of the frame that garners much of the support the group has 
received.   
            So why does Hizbullah use the frames it uses and project these frames in the 
particular manner it has chosen? These methods work. The frames Hizbullah has chosen 
resonate with the Lebanese people.  
Right now Hizbullah is one entity that is seen as resisting and winning that 
particular fight. Not only is its strategy on the battlefield correct, but its war of ideas and 
its communications with is constituents is right on the mark. Resisting Israel at all costs 
has real meaning to these people. Fighting for their beliefs has real meaning, as does 
dying for those beliefs. Resistance is started at the grassroots level and for Hizbullah this 
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is where a great deal of its support began. Through resistance, continued success and 
sense of pride, Hizbullah has garnered a great deal of backing. 
Martyrdom is another important frame Hizbullah uses to bolster its numbers. It is 
used against a historical backdrop with hints of becoming an ultimate hero just like 
Mussawi or Mughniyeh, or those back in Lebanese history, such as Hussein and his 
followers, all of whom died at Karbala centuries ago, and are still celebrated. In Lebanon, 
“martyrdom is seen as the highest for of glorifying God, as it often is for adherent of the 
Shiite minority across the Islamic world, and especially in Persian Iran.”170 While 
families mourn their loved ones, they also feel a sense of pride, so it is a moment to 
celebrate. This tradition is passed down from father to son. 
In terms of Lebanese solidarity and Arab pride frames, these are perfect for using 
a target audience approach. Nasrallah, known to be an eloquent speaker, is able to convey 
the frames to a target audience in an effective manner. As an example Narallah will treat 
one subject three different ways to convey his message to three different target audiences. 
When addressing the Shiite people alone Nasrallah will discuss jihad as a religious duty, 
but when addressing all Lebanese he will use a nationalistic frame, calling on them to do 
their patriotic duty to help force the Israelis off Lebanese land. Nasrallah also uses the 
struggle Israel as a nationalist frame with America as part of the problem and both much 
be resisted. Of course, Hizbullah is at the top of the resistance. One final reach is the 
international audience where Nasrallah will frame the Israeli issue, accusing the Israelis 
of international violations.171 These ideas speak directly to, and can affect, Lebanese 
solidarity and Arab pride.  
One frame that Hizbullah has continued to rely on is that Israel is the enemy. The 
group also considers the United States government an enemy too, due to its policies 
toward Israel. This frame provides a common enemy, which makes sense. The resistance 
frame is a successful one because Hizbullah has been successful in the conflict against 
Israel. Keeping the enemy in the public eye serves as a reminder. Event when Israel 
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withdrew from Lebanon, the issue did not go away. There was still the Palestinian issue, 
and that just allowed Hizbullah to broaden the frame to include the Palestinians under the 
Israeli issue.172 
D. IMPLICATIONS FOR DIPLOMACY 
 While many consider Hizbullah a terrorist organization, it has legitimacy in 
Lebanon and is now a member of the coalition government.173 In addition to its military 
and political activities, Hizbullah is known for humanitarian aid and for its hospitals, 
clinics, schools, and agricultural centers. Winning hearts and minds will not be easy in a 
country where its people shout “Death to America” and “Death to Israel,” while trying to 
overthrow their own government. 
The frames described in this thesis are what confront the United States as it 
engages in the war of ideas. Knowing the frames that al-Manar uses is an important first 
step to combating those frames, regardless of whether or not the United States is the 
target. At this point, at least one U.S. ally is a target. Getting both the message and the 
method right are just as imperative. 
This has proven challenging to the United States, as evidenced by former 
President Bush’s missed opportunity to address an Arab audience discussed in Chapter II. 
The U.S. decision to ban al-Manar and provide its own station for the Arab audience, 
Alhurra, seemed like a good idea at first. However, Alhurra programming decisions have 
not been carefully conceived, and the station has paid for it. For example, breaking news, 
including the assassination of a sheikh, has gone unreported. Alhurra is criticized for lack 
of coverage of the Abu Ghraib scandal. Unlike Alhurra, al-Manar and al-Jazeera will 
interview leaders of groups considered terrorist, exactly the people who interest their 
audiences. Alhurra lacks the edginess of al-Manar and al-Jazeera; it is considered not  
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much more than a propaganda tool.174 Alhurra lacks credibility, and without credibility 
the audience will tune out. The audience will find another medium, one that will give 
them the information they want. 
Why do top U.S. government officials not effectively engage the Arab media? 
Unlike former President Bush, President Obama seems prepared to recognize, 
acknowledge, and reach out to the Arab world. His first big television interview after his 
inauguration went to an Arab media source, al-Arabiya. Reportedly, his White House 
advisors felt the time was right and recommended al-Arabiya as the right venue, because 
Al-Arabiya is “the voice of moderation” compared with al-Jazeera’s “more sensational 
coverage.”175 The al-Arabiya interview is a start, but, as noted in Chapter II, al-Arabiya 
is less popular than al-Jazeera, so a huge audience remains unaddressed. 
Al-Jazeera's English-language Web site shows that President Obama’s gestures 
toward the Middle East are considered significant. He clearly believes that the  
Middle East, and specifically the suffering in Gaza, needs to be addressed. 
 Furthermore, President Obama’s manner of addressing the situation is completely 
opposite of his predecessors.176 In a recent article in Foreign Policy, Marc Lynch 
remarks that “listening” appears to be a primary message from President Obama, in 
contrast to the “lecturing” and “dictating” messages heard by Arabs for eight years from 
former President Bush.177 Lynch calls the al-Arabiya interview a “genuinely fresh start in 
the way the United States interacts with the Arab world and a new dedication to  
public diplomacy.”178  
 Currently, al-Manar is not a contender for a President Obama interview, but  
al-Jazeera is, and al-Jazeera is huge. Al-Jazeera will continue to develop its objectivity  
                                                 
174 Baylouny, “Al-Manar and Alhurra,”  16. 
175 Scott Macleod, “How al-Arabiya Got the Obama Interview,” Time, January 28, 2009, 
http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1874379,00.html (Accessed March 15, 2009). 
176 Rob Reynolds, “Obama Moves Swiftly on Middle East,” Al Jazeera English, January 29, 2009, 
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/americas/2009/01/2009128155320274783.html (Accessed March 15, 
2009). 
 177 Marc Lynch, Obama to Arabs: “What You’ll See is Someone Who is Listening,” Foreign Policy, 
January 27, 2009, http://lynch.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/01/27/obama_on_al_arabiya (Accessed March 
15, 2009). 
178 Lynch, “What You'll See is Someone Who is Listening.” 
 60
and neutrality, and hopefully President Obama will have the right message at the right 
time, take it to al-Jazeera and its very large audience, and in this way show America’s 
desire to reach out to Arabs. 
E. CONCLUSION 
 It is important to know how various media report the news and the manner in 
which each outlet frames its reports. Knowing which media is more responsive is also 
important, as is knowing the target audience for each media. However, the war of ideas 
will not be won with silence. If the United States hopes to address the Arab people, 
perhaps the best way is to be as honest, forthright, open, and neutral as Americans expect 
others to be. In addition, the United States needs to be willing to “go out on a limb” as it 
were and conduct those interviews that may be a bit controversial.  
As Blinken wrote, al-Jazeera has a reputation for being biased.179 That bias is 
possibly why, as previously mentioned, then-President Bush refused to be interviewed by 
al-Jazeera. Reports were that Bush administration officials went so far to complain to 
Qatari leaders about al-Jazeera reporters in that past broadcasts have been, 
“inflammatory, misleading and occasionally false, especially on Iraq.”180  However, 
Bush still missed an important opportunity to address a large number of Arab people. If 
he had an appropriate message and related it in an appropriate manner, it would have 
gone out and may have even made some headway. Al-Jazeera is not going to chop it into 
pieces and reassemble it into something else. Yes, editors can take items out of context, 
but that simply means an interviewee is required to be cautious in his or her statements. 
Now is not the time for paranoia. Now is the time for engagement. Instead, former 
President Bush did the exact opposite and did not take advantage of an opportunity to 
address the Arabs, and the Arabs took notice of that too.  
President Obama’s decision to engage Arab media, specifically al-Arabiya, could 
prove to be a good move. That was his first major interview after taking office and the 
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fact that he had the interview with an Arab media outlet made a statement. Perhaps not 
everyone was listening, as al-Arabiya is not very large in terms of audience size, but that 
gesture did not go unnoticed. 
 Revisiting the war of ideas, those ideas the United States wants to disseminate are 
not going to be publicized to a worldwide audience if the United States decides not to 
engage a particular part of the target audience. Al-Jazeera has an audience of 35 million 
Arab viewers who feel the news outlet is the best available and they prove it by 
continually tuning in to al-Jazeera.181 Al-Manar is not ready for engagement, but al-
Jazeera is, and has been. 
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The Men of the Islamic Resistance are Recording Heroic Battles in Confronting the 
Military Elite Forces 
 
 The warriors of the Islamic resistance plunged into destructive confrontations 
with the forces of the enemy, during which they repulsed more than one attempt to 
advance on new axes that the Zionist invaders created in the border area.  They inflicted 
huge losses in personnel on the enemy as well as the destruction of many vehicles.  The 
Islamic resistance clarified that the new front was distributed across the gateways of the 
villages and towns of Al-Adisa, Rab Al-Thalatheen, Taibe, Muhaybib, Mais Al-Jabal, 
Aita Al-Shaab and Al-Jabayn.  Throughout them, the warriors bravely tackled the 
greatest of battles.  In the name of its warriors, the Islamic resistance vowed to turn every 
hill, valley and alley of our proud land into a hell in the face of the invader’s battalions. 
 The attempts of the enemy’s army to advance towards the town of Aita Al-Shaab 
began in the morning hours of last Wednesday where the resistance fighters opposed it 
and inflicted losses that remained on the battlefield until sunset Wednesday; numerous 
times they pushed the elite forces back and with firepower controlled the ambuscade 
point, preventing the elite forces from evacuating the wounded in a tank that was 
destroyed in the afternoon during an attempt to advance, and whose crew was killed and 
injured.  In the morning, the resistance plunged into very violent battles with an infantry 
and armored force that tried to advance toward Aita Al-Shaab on three axes, from the 
West, East and North.  The warriors made confirmed hits on the advancing forces. 
 A recent statement by the Islamic resistance indicated the renewal of the battles 
on the Taibe project border road where the resistance fighters fought against a force that 
was attempting to advance and they destroyed a Merkava tank.  Before that, at 0830 the 
warriors foiled the advance of an armored Zionist force moving toward Wadi Al-Raheb, 
Khila, Riddah, and Suwad Al-Raheb on the outskirts of the border town of Ramish, and 
engaged in violent confrontations with it.  The wide-scale Zionist attack began shortly 
before 0600 when the warriors stood against an Israeli infantry force that was attempting 
to infiltrate the village of Muhaybib.  In parallel with that, another enemy force moved 
along the Rab Thalatheen—Al-Adisa axis and tried to sneak towards Lebanese territory, 
but the warriors resisted them and destroyed three Merkava tanks and killed or injured 
their crews.  The enemy then opened a second front north of Mais Al-Jabal where it made 
a failed attempt to control Al-Adisa, located on the border fence which starts at Rab Al-
Thalatheen, after the failure of the advance on Tuesday along the Kafr Kila—Al Adisa 
axis.  The National Media Agency reported the people of Al-Adisa as saying that the 
Israeli force fell into an ambush by the resistance in which rocket shells were used and 






Source:  Al Manar     Date: 5 August 2006   Author: Talal Sulaman- Al-Safeer 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=758 
 
By The Way:  What Israel Didn’t Consider To Be A War, Washington Won’t Consider 
To Be Terrorism! 
 
 The American administration’s responsibility for this Israeli war on Lebanon is no 
longer debatable, neither on the international nor even on the Arab level (as testified to by 
Saudi royalty), as well as the local level, regardless of some of the nitpicking or the 
delusions produced by self-deceit or the assumption that “the New Lebanon” is an 
American industry.  The official positions from the American administration, with their 
lofty symbols, are unmistakable in the clarity of their responsibility for turning the 
“clash” which was destined to occur after the capture of the two Israeli soldiers into a 
war, and then for prolonging this war and fanning its fires to the point where it’s close to 
consuming all of Lebanon, as well as hindering and blocking the international efforts 
aiming at a ceasefire or even a “cessation of military operations” led by France which 
now bears because [of these efforts] sharp American criticisms which practically class 
[France] among the sponsors of Hezbollah. 
 Some put these criticisms in the context of revenge for the French stance that the 
American involvement in the Iraqi war of occupation is outside of international law, to 
spite [France], while others view in these criticisms an attempt to place France in a bad 
situation to cause it to lose its special prestige in Lebanon and to turn Israel against it at 
the very same time. 
 The last thing that confirms this American responsibility for the Israeli war and 
for prolonging it is the decision to dispatch Assistant Secretary of State David Welch to 
the region with a stop in Beirut, to discuss the current developments.  David Welch is 
very well known to the Lebanese for his positions against everything that doesn’t see the 
future of Lebanon as American.  It’s axiomatic that he will reject the principal of 
resistance, and therefore Hezbollah and everyone who doesn’t accept the American 
formula for the “Democratization” of Lebanon and rendering it obedient to where it will 
directly guard the borders of the Israeli state under the term “carrying out the resolutions 
of international law,” including Resolution 1559 [note: 1559 calls upon Lebanon to 
establish its sovereignty over all of its land and called upon "foreign forces" (generally 
interpreted as referring but not limited to Syria) to withdraw from Lebanon and to cease 
intervening in the internal politics of Lebanon. The resolution also called on all Lebanese 
and non-Lebanese militias to disband and declared support for a "free and fair electoral 
process". Source: Wikipedia].  Secretary of State Condaleezza Rice had allowed herself 
to direct sharp criticisms (we might even say insults) at the staff of the 14 March Group 
when she summoned them to meet with her at the her Embassy in Awkar, when she came 
to Beirut before Tel Aviv, to pose to Lebanon the dark specter of going to war.  David 
Welch has given himself more than once the right to claim that he speaks for the “Rice 
Revolution,” like American Ambassador to the UN John Bolton…they are alike in 
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injustice.  In the view of the majority of Lebanese, David Welch was never an envoy of 
peace.  He rejects working with this majority and accepting their logic, and insists on 
confronting their nationalist position with an attempt to surround them with the 
uncertainty of the relationship with Syria and then going on about Iran. 
 This is a blatant stratagem:  Every one who has rejected the American hegemony 
is destined to be forced from his nationalist stance and be accused of being one who 
disagrees with the American policy. Apart from all this logic which attempts to portray 
everyone who opposes the Israeli occupation, and hence the new Israeli war, as an enemy 
of Western Civilization and Democracy and a supporter of Terrorism, sending Welch will 
be understood by itself as a message to Israel to extend the duration of its war against 
Lebanon and its people and institutions and to finish off what’s left of the infrastructure 
and the public facilities (and in that regard, yesterday [the Israelis] destroyed the last four 
bridges that they had forgotten in their previous raids, and now nothing is left except, as 
some wits have joked, the “Bridge of the Almond Trees,” of which Fairuz sang; perhaps 
the Israeli Air Force is still looking for it…).  The American administration is wagering 
by means of the Israeli war on the generation of a Lebanese “Karzai.” [ref to Afghani 
president Hamid Karzai]  This is a foolish gamble, as well as an insulting provocation to 
the people of Lebanon, its government and all of its officials and politicians.  It’s certain 
that Lebanon, particularly when it’s living through the glory of the defiance and the 
courageous resistance to the American war which the Israeli war machine is launching 
against it with all its weaponry and perpetrating massacres every day murdering women 
and children and destroying the cities and villages and the means of living, won’t produce 
puppet agents like the Afghani “Karzai.”   
 Past experience gives evidence that Lebanon, in facing the Israeli invasions, has 
produced leaders and patriots along the lines of Sa’ib Salam, Rashid Karami, Saleem Al-
Hass and Rafiq Al-Hariri; those who stood with their people in opposing the occupation 
and the occupiers and the ones weak of spirit who are content with the enticement of the 
tanks of the occupier installing them in the seats of “power” to cover for the occupation, 
but it doesn’t cover the truth; it might postpone the final reckoning but it won’t do away 
with it.  Lebanon is feeling great regard and pride in the glory of the resistance and the 
defiance of its heroic warriors.  This is reflected in the nation in all its leadership 
positions:  presidency, government, parliamentary council, political leaders, spiritual 
authorities, party and social organizations, etc.   After the price they have paid in their 
blood and the lives of their children and their cities and villages and the sources of their 
livelihoods as a result of the war of total destruction which Israel launched on [Lebanon] 
under the American administration, it can’t said that the Lebanese have abandoned the 
glory of their legendary resistance, or that they are content with the conditions of the 
cease-fire, conditions their enemy was unable to achieve with the fire which destroyed 
their public structures and the dreams of their children and their right to a life suitable for 
this people who have become now, more than at any time previous, the source of pride 
for the entire Arab nation and all those the world over who aspire to freedom and 
progress and true Democracy.  Lebanon is truly new, born from the heart of the fire.  It’s 
strong enough to reject its will being usurped by terrorism, even if that takes the form of 
political maneuvers and financial temptations (?!), after its Israeli enemy was unable to 











The Islamic Resistance Announces the Destruction of a Zionist ‘Super Dvora’ Warship 
Off the Coast of the City of Tyre and the Death and Injuring of the Crew of Twelve 
 
 Another naval ship has joined the list of Israeli naval vessels which the men of the 
Islamic resistance have destroyed.  This time the Islamic resistance put an end to the 
attacks which an enemy boat was carrying out on our resistant people.  The resistance 
announced that it destroyed a naval unit of the ‘Super Dvora’ type [[an Israeli in-shore 
patrol and attack boat]] off the beach of Al-Mansouri, south of the city of Tyre.  It came 
out in a statement by the resistance that at 1405 hours on Friday, while the naval unit was 
attacking our brave people and our civilian areas, the warriors of the Islamic resistance 
targeted it with the appropriate weapons and scored a direct hit which resulting in its 
destruction and fire breaking out on it and its sinking.  The Islamic resistance’s statement 
added that other naval units and rubber boats rushed to the scene to save the crew, 
composed of twelve officers and sailors, all of whom were killed, injured or drowned.  A 
‘Super Dvora’ is one of the most effective boats in the world, and is distinguished by 
high speed and great maneuverability; its crew ranges from ten to twelve sailors.  The 
boat is used for attacking and also for patrol; it can be equipped with varies types of 
weaponry.  Its length varies from 20 to 25 meters, and it’s about 6 meters across.  This is 
the third operation of its kind by the Islamic resistance against the enemy’s navy since the 
start of the Zionist assault on Lebanon on the 12th of last month.  The resistance had 
previously destroyed an advanced warship of the ‘Sa’ar 5’ class [[an Israeli corvette]] off 
the shores of Beirut and another of the ‘Sa’ar 4.5’ class [[Israeli missile craft]] off the 
area of Tyre.  The enemy navy hurried to deny the targeting of one its boats, but the 
scenes of the burning of the boat arose to further embarrass the occupation and to cast 
light on the degree of seriousness of the Israeli stories about the land and sea resistance 
operations of the Islamic resistance, while the enemy shows it is not eager to damage the 
reputation of its navy and air force after the harsh blows its armored and special land 






Source:  Al Manar     Date: 13 August 2006   Author: Fuwad Nur Al-Din for Al-Manar 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=1123 
 
The Outstanding Operational Tactic Of  The Resistance Stumps The Israeli Military 
Experts, Following Hezbollah’s Success In Confronting The Israeli Technological 
Superiority and Equipment 
 
 A reading of the military tactics of the Israeli Army in its attack on Lebanon 
shows that they are a mixture of the Zionist Army’s experience in its wars with the 
Arabs, including the experience of the Lebanese mire, with the addition of the American 
[practical] applications in Afghanistan and Iraq, extending to aerial bombardment with 
tons of missiles and unleashing direct artillery to open up regions where the resistance is 
strong, and arriving at the policy of total destruction, as in Bint Jubayl and Maroun al-Ras 
and Al-Khiyam, where hundreds of raids were recorded, accompanied by a bombardment 
about which the least that can be said is that it was “hysterical.”   
 However, all of that did not achieve the desired aims that would allow the enemy 
generals to boast to one another of the military accomplishments that had been realized.  
Fundamentally, the problem had reached the point where the enemy leadership could not 
stop their mad rush because any step in that regard would immediately be in Hezbollah’s 
favor.  On the other hand, the unprecedented legendary resistance of Hezbollah in the 
southern battlefield had made the capabilities of the most powerful army in the region 
feeble on the ground and incapable of initiative or patience.  
 The performance of the opposition was characterized by the following principals: 
 
- Reliance on the policy of encircling and drawing the enemy into the killing 
fields and then the pouncing by the resistance fighters, which inflicted 
enormous losses on the enemy in a narrow geographic region, in the military 
calculations.  The battles of Maroun Al-Ras were described as a “Vietcong” 
war, as far as the network of mobile tunnels, and the invaders called the city 
of Bint Jubayl cursed.  That, in addition to the heroism of the resistance 
fighters in Aita Al-Shaab and Al-Adisa and other villages on the populated 
line between Lebanon and the occupied territories. 
- The destruction of the enemy’s mobile armor by the dozens, such as armored 
troop transports and Merkava tanks which resemble movable iron towers and 
are considered the latest of their kind in the field of military manufacturing. 
- Directing an unprecedented blow against the Zionist navy with the destruction 
of two ‘Sa’ar’ class warships. 
- The resounding failure of the invaders’ army after a month of attacking to stop 
the firing of missiles on the settlements, and subsequently the failure of the 
enormous air coverage, including spy planes, warplanes and helicopters, to 
track the movement of the missile launch platforms.  Perhaps the most telling 
step was the escalation in firing missiles from one hundred at the beginning of 
the war to 350. 
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- The tactical performance studied by the leadership of the resistance; they 
didn’t introduce the long-range missiles in the on-going war until the 
seventeenth day of the assault, when they fired a Khyber-1 missile on the 
Zionist city of Afula, even though moving a missile like this requires huge 
vehicles. 
- The resistance leadership’s capability to move the warriors along more than 
one axis; indeed, attacking behind the Lebanese-Palestinian border, as well as 
continuing to control and govern from its heart through all field conditions.  
This contrasts with what happened in Afghanistan and Iraq after the servering 
of communications between the leadership and the troops due to air strikes. 
- Perhaps the most important achievement of the resistance in this war was 
making the enemy retreat from its announced goals, from rooting out 
Hezbollah within two weeks and disarming it, according to the Command 
Staff, to the enemy’s politicians considering the on-going war with the Islamic 










Source:  Al Manar     Date: 14 August 2006   Author: Youssef Shaitoo for Al-Manar 
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The People of Southern Al-Dahiya Expressed Their Shock But They Have Proven That 
Neither The Destruction Nor The Intimidation Have Shaken Their Resolve and Support 
For The Victorious Resistance 
 
[The mosque of] Bir Al-Abd—Morning, and no sooner have the hands of the clock 
touched 8 AM than the people of the southern suburb have gathered around it to enter in 
droves amidst careful organization that was preceded by clearing out and cleaning some 
passageways.  The citizens halt at the immensity of the destruction and they express their 
shock but they have demonstrated that neither ruin nor intimidation will shake their 
resolve and their support for the victorious resistance. 
 The place: The unfailing Bir Al-Abd or Bir Al-Samoud, and proud Hara Harik, 
witness to the time of the Zionist failure.  The time:  Directly after the ceasefire and 33 
days after the assault.  The scene is indescribable: thousands and thousands of returning 
refugees, for each of whom the first minutes after 8AM were not enough to depart for his 
region and neighborhood.  Here, are there not homes and streets and pavilions that have 
borne witness to a terrorist savagery that in its aggressiveness exceeded the codes and 
shattered the barriers of humanity.  For these people fervent in their resistance, all this 
talk becomes words that accompany them en masse into Al-Dahiya [[a suburb of Beirut]], 
putting warnings next to the rubble of a house or a store and kept in the fists and hearts 
with an unprecedented support and with one question: How can we resist even more?  
 One of the people returning says “the more they strike us and the more destruction 
we see, the  harder we will cling to our land and to fight back to the last breath and the 
last child, and we will not surrender our land; the more damage they do to us, the more 
determined and stronger they make us.”  A woman returning said: “All of this will not 
weaken our determination, we want victory and peace, and we only want Hassan 
Nasrallah and the Mujahiddin [warriors] and nothing else.”  Another citizen said: This is 
our home within, and the vehicles are opening the way for us to reach it, and in front of 
this destruction we will build stronger homes with the strength of Hezbollah and the 
power of the resistance, and God willing all of the scales will be reversed in Lebanon, 
God willing.”  Another woman raised her voice saying: “This is the terrorism, so let the 
world and the Arab nations and their ambassadors come to see what has happened in our 
region, we are the ones who have given the world lessons in honor and nobility; we have 
sacrificed and we continue to sacrifice for the movement of the Arab peoples, but I 
believe that their minds are asleep, so let them look at themselves.” 
 ‘Praise God for our victory,’ this is what the people of Al-Dahiya say, as they 
describe the things that befell them during the assault.  Upon entering Al-Dahiya, they are 
silent for minutes, asking God for mercy for the martyred and calling for the abundant 
Arab courage and cleverness which ended what came before and drew the border of a 
new time for a new nation.  One of the citizens says: “We have strength that neither 
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George Bush nor Jacques Chirac nor any one else possesses; we have the strength of 
Mohammed and the descendents of Mohammed which is embodied in the Islamic 
resistance and if the whole world stands in our face, we will not hand over our weapons 
to anyone.” 
 In droves, the people of Al-Dahiya have come, preceeded by bulldozers to open 
the paths, amidst careful organization during which the health agencies advised [people] 
to stay as far as possible from the destruction, for fear of the presence of unexploded 
missiles or poisonous gases.  The area between Hara Harik and Bir al-Abd has seen 
choking traffic that the people of the area volunteered to manage.  Only a few hours after 
noon, the congestion is continuous, while the area has become a stopping point for many 
of the local and international news agencies, amidst noticeable activity by the foreign 
press which doesn’t neglect expressing their shock at the terrible sight.  The horrible 
scene of the destruction in the southern suburb of al-Dahiya, that the gamblers both 
within [Lebanon] and without wager will shake the will of the people of the resistance; 
















Israel and the Waters of Lebanon 
 
 It’s nothing new and it’s not strange that Israel is asking the inhabitants of the 
southern villages in Lebanon to move from their homes to someplace beyond the Litani 
[River] plain on the pretext that this region is an area of dangerous military operations, 
and that its first victims will be civilians.  Is this security warning the only thing behind 
the request that concerns Israel?  Or is there more to it than meets the eye? 
 
The Facts about Lebanon’s Water 
 
 In Lebanon there are 15 rivers, including three internal rivers and 12 coastal rivers 
(the coastal rivers, or the rivers of the western slopes are short rivers that flow into the sea 
in great drops) and there are three rivers that are shared with neighboring countries.  
These are the Great Southern River, the Orontes River (with Syria) and the Hasbani River 
which forms one of the tributaries of the Jordan basin. 
 These rivers are fed from the snow in areas at elevations greater than 800 meters 
above sea level, and by the rains in those areas at elevations below 800 meters.  As a 
result of that, the rivers flood twice a year, the first time in January and February in the 
winter, and the second time in April and May, the snow floods.  According to 
international classifications of waters, Lebanon’s waters are renewable; that is, their 
source is the rain and snow which then come out on the ground surface in the form of 
rivers.  As the period of heavy rainfall in Lebanon varies between 90 and 120 days on 
average, the rivers flow in the winter and spring, and dry up in the summer.  Are these 
waters tempting Israel, which suffers from a water “gap” estimated at over 1 billion cubic 
meters annually, particularly in its northern regions? 
 
The Israeli Water Gap 
 
 The Israeli settlements and villages and cities in the north depend on satisfying 
most of their fresh water needs from Lake Tiberias.  Until the year 2000, these areas were 
getting a fourth of their water requirements from Lebanon, especially from the Litani 
River and the waters of the Wazzani River, one of the tributaries of the Hasbani River.  In 
light of the increasing Israeli needs for fresh water suitable for agriculture, industry and 
human consumption, while the Israeli water gap is over a billion cubic meters as 
previously noted, it’s clear that control of these regions is not just in the service of the 
security aspect and the Isreali desire for an isolating security buffer to protect it from the 
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missiles of Hezbollah.  In addition to that, it represents a strategic need that has been 
constantly in front of the Israelis’ eyes. 
The Lebanese Waters in the Israeli Strategy 
 
 Israel’s ambitions for Lebanon’s waters are neither the product of the war going 
on now between Israel and Hezbollah nor even the product of the last two decades.  They 
are historical ambitions present since before the establishment of the state of Israel.  In a 
speech that Chaim Weizmann gave in the name of the Zionist movement in 1919 and 
which was directed at British Prime Minister David Lloyd, Weizmann frankly pointed 
out  that Israel’s need to satisfy part of the northern areas’ requirements depends on 
Lebanese waters.  He wrote: “We believe that it’s necessary that the northern borders of 
Palestine include the Litani plain up to a distance of 25 miles, and the western and 
southern runs of Mount Hermon [Jabal Al-Sheikh]; this is due to our northern regions’ 
need for water for agriculture, industry and power.” 
 
 After the establishment of the nation of Israel, in 1965 it tried to destroy  the 
project to divert the Hasabani River and the Wazzani River, which was carried out in 
accordance with the resolution of the Arab Summit held in Cairo in 1964 which decided 
to “oppose Israel in its attempts to draw the waters of the Jordan River to the Negev 
Desert by [having] the Arab counties (Lebanon, Syria and Jordan) control the tributaries 
of the Jordan River and placing these tributaries under the protection of a unified Arab 
and military command.”  Golda Meir, the Israeli Prime Minister at that time, justified this 
destruction by saying that for Israel, the waters were like blood in the veins. 
 
 When Israel invaded Lebanon in 1978, it immediately took control of the 
Wazzani River which feeds the Jordan River and also put in pumps and pipes to deliver 
the water from the Hasbani River to northern Israel.   As for Litani River, which is 
considered (as the water experts in Lebanon describe it) the spine for water development,  
Israel blocked all of the projects which aimed at benefiting from [the river], either by 
preventing financing or by preventing the execution [of the project] by force of arms. 
 
 Here it might occur to one to wonder about Israel’s refraining from diverting the 
course of [the Litani] to flow into the regions near the Lebanese-Israeli border.  The 
answer to that has no relationship to the security issues; rather, it is a purely technical 
issue.  The amount of water pouring from the river in those areas is small; therefore Israel 
believes that if it was to think about the option of diverting, it wouldn’t be useful unless it 
was in the upper parts of the river, starting from the Lake Qaraoun dam where the flow in 
this area is up to 700 million cubic meters a year.  So, when Israel invaded Lebanon in 
1982, the first thing [the Israelis] did when they reached Lake Qaraoun was to seize all 
the hydrologic papers and data at the dam and the river and send them to Israel. 
 
 In 2002, specifically in September and October, Israeli Prime Minister Ariel 
Sharon threatened to attack Lebanon due to a project being carried out to take the water 
of the Wazzani River (one of the tributaries of the Hasabani River which provides 20% to 
25% of the water of Lake Tiberias) to the liberated villages and towns of south Lebanon.  
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Shimon Peres, the Foreign Minister at that time, likewise stated that “Israel views 
Lebanon’s attempts to divert the flow of the Hasabani’s waters as a dangerous and 
provocative act that can not be tolerated.”  Similarly, the former Israeli water 
commissioner Dan Zaslavsky asserted that “we must now first stop the villages of south 
Lebanon [from being provided] with the water, and declare that the moment the first 
cubic meter of water comes out of the Hasabani, we will destroy the machines; the issue 
of the Wazzani doesn’t require negotiations and contacts- tanks will destroy the Lebanese 
facilities at the source.” 
 
Water Asperations in the Current War 
 
 These fiery statements can be understood as part of a psychological or propaganda 
war to dissuade Lebanon from acting with its water as it wishes, but they also reflect as 
well what the water issue represents in terms of Israeli strategic importance, and that the 
military interaction to settle this issue is the first option for the Israeli command, as is 
demonstrated in the earlier historical review.  This is what also makes the orders which 
Israel issued through the leaflets which it has dropped on the people of the villages of 
southern Lebanon from the start of the current war until now calling for them to leave 
their homes [and go north beyond] the Litani River take on great strategic dimensions 














Israel Bombs Bridges North of Beirut; Intensification of The Battles in the South 
 
 The Israeli warplanes launched new raids on various regions of Lebanese 
territory, most of which targeted bridges connecting the capitol Beirut with northern 
Lebanon; this resulted in the destruction of large parts of [the bridges]. 
 The Al-Jazeera correspondent in Beirut stated that the Israeli planes launched a 
raid this morning on the Madfun bridge, one of the main bridges leading to northern 
Lebanon.  [The correspondent] added that other Israeli planes launched similar raids on 
the Casino bridge in northern Lebanon and on the Maamalatain and Halat bridges north 
of Beirut, indicating that two Lebanese were killed and 12 others injured in these raids, 
according to the latest count.  The correspondent confirmed that Israel may have begun 
what’s become known as a War of Bridges to sever communications between Beirut and 
its outskirts and the rest of the other regions.  He also said that a Lebanese soldier was 
killed in an Israeli raid on the Al-Awza’i area near the southern Beirut suburb of Al-
Dahiya, and noted that the raid came as part of a series of serial raids on this suburb that 
targeted Hara Al-Harib and the Al-Awza’i area and other areas.  The Israeli Air Force 
also dropped leaflets all day yesterday over Al-Dahiya calling on the people to evacuate 
their homes. 
 The correspondent said that other Israeli planes launched similar raids on the two 
areas of Al-Qalila and Al-Hanina in the Tyre province and on the Litani gorge in the 
Western Bekaa. 
 The Lebanese police stated that one of the raids targeted the Ibrahim Al-Al 
electrical power plant in Sahmar, 4km south of Lake Qaraoun on the Litani River dam. 
The bombing led to power being cut in the area according to the police, who were unable 
yet to report injuries or the size of the damage.  
 Commenting on these raids, the Israeli Foreign Ministry spokesman Liur Ben Dur 
said that Israeli intends to destroy all targets of a military character in order to weaken 




That comes when the number of Israeli soldiers killed in skirmishes with Hezbollah 
fighters in south Lebanon rose to four yesterday and another 25 were injured.  Hezbollah 
said that it destroyed a number of Israeli tanks in these battles. 
 
 The Al-Jazeera correspondent said that the occupation forces penetrated three 
kilometers in Al-Rahrah area, then retreated under the effect of Hezbollah’s strikes.  He 
added that two Israeli tanks were destroyed during the confrontation.  Hezbollah also 
announced the destruction of a Merkava tank and the killing of one of its crew. 
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 The Israeli Army, which has about ten thousand of its soldiers taking part in the 
on-going operations, is trying to control three strategic hills and villages in the 
Southwest, Central and Eastern sectors in an attempt to establish a security zone.  
However, it faces fierce resistance by the fighters of Hezbollah. 
 
The Resistance’s Response 
 
 In return, the warriors of Hezbollah yesterday fired five salvos of Katyusha 
rockets into northern Israel, which killed eight people, including three Arabs, and 
wounded 55 others.  The rockets also targeted settlements, including Kiryat Shimona , 
and the cities of Safed and Tiberias and Acre and Rosh Pina.  The rockets also hit various 








Source:  Al Jazeera     Date: 5 August 2006   Author: Al-Jazeera+ agencies 
URL: http://www.aljazeera.net/News/archive/archive?ArchiveID=334513 
 
The Missiles Get Close to Tel Aviv and Israel Commits New Massacres 
 
 For the first time, the fighters of Hezbollah bombed the city of Hadera, 40km 
north of Tel Aviv.  The Israeli police said that at least three missiles landed in the city 
this evening without harming anyone.  Hadera, which is located about 80km from the 
border with Lebanon, is the most distant point within Israel that Hezbollah’s missiles 
have reached since the start of the war on 12 July.  Hezbollah said that the missiles that 
landed on Hadera are of the Khaybar-1 class. 
 The strike on Hadera came at the same time that the municipality of Tel Aviv 
announced that it is carrying out a large-scale inspection campaign of its anti-missile 
shelters after Hezbollah’s threat to bomb the city.  On last Wednesday, the Islamic 
Resistance bombed Beit She’an, over 60km from the border.  Earlier Hezbollah had 
announced it had fired rockets at the central Israeli Air Force base in Ramat David in 
northern Israel.  About 220 Katyusha rockets landed today on a number of Israeli cities 
and towns and settlements, which resulted in the death of 3 Arabs, including a woman, 
and the injuring of about 30 Israelis, including in Marj ben Amer. 
 The rockets struck the two Arab villages of Mugar and Majd al-Karoum, the cities 




 This development comes at a time when Israel has committed new massacres of 
civilians in the Bekaa plain and southern Lebanonon the 24th day of the attack; dozens 
were killed.  In the most violent of the slaughters, 33 were killed and 12 injured in Israeli 
raids that targeted the Al-Qa’a region near the Syrian border.  The Al-Jazeera 
correspondent in the Bekaa said that most of the victims were Syrian farm laborers who 
were eating lunch before finishing loading trucks with fruit in this area; he indicated that 
the killed and injured were transported to a hospital in the Syrian city of Hims. 
 The raids on the Bekaa coincided with the occupation forces’ perpetration of  
another slaughter that claimed seven lives and injured 10 in a shelling that targeted a 
home in which civilians had taken refuge in the southern town of Al-Taiba, where there 
were battles between the Israeli occupation forces and the fighters of the Islamic 
Resistance belonging to Hezbollah.  The shelling also targeted other homes in the town of 
Aita al-Shaab with civilians in them.  There were conflicting figures regarding the 
number of victims; while Lebanese security sources indicated there were ten injured or 
killed, Associated Press mentioned that 57 people were buried in the rubble in Al-Taiba 
and Aita Al-Shaab. 
 The Israeli Air Force concentrated its raids this afternoon on the roads, bridges 
and villages in the Tyre and Sidon region of southern Lebanon.  The bombing destroyed 
four bridges in the Kasrawan and Jubayl areas north of Beirut, in addition to the Al-
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Awza’i region which is considered the southern gateway to the capitol Beirut; 5 people 




 The Israeli massacres came with the escalation of the land battles on a number of 
axes in southern Lebanon, where the Israeli army advanced about 3km according to 
sources with the International Emergency Forces and the Lebanese police.  Hezbollah 
announced that it had killed six Israeli soldiers near the villages of Markaba and Aita Al-
Shaab in southern Lebanon, raising to ten the number of Israeli soldiers killed in two 
days.  However the occupation forces admitted today the death of five of their soldiers 
and the wounding of two others. 
 Hezbollah indicated in a statement broadcast on its Al-Manar TV that its fighters 
had also destroyed a Merkava tank in the Aita Al-Shaab battles.  In another development, 
Hezbollah sources confirmed that its fighters had destroyed an Israeli troop transport in 
the Rab Thalatheen area in south Lebanon, and killed or injured the crew.  
 In a related matter, Israeli TV said that the Army had decided this evening to 
expand its operations in southern Lebanon in order to reach 8km [into Lebanon] and that 
it would throw more forces into the area.  An Army spokesperson said that the purpose of 













Source:  Al Jazeera     Date: 9 August 2006   Author: al-Jazeera/agencies 
URL: http://www.aljazeera.net/News/archive/archive?ArchiveId=334892 
 
Four Israeli Soldiers Dead, and Hezbollah Repels an Attack in the South 
 
 
 Four Israeli soldiers died and about 40 others were wounded in battles in southern 
Lebanon.  On another note, Hezbollah said that this morning its fighters blocked two 
attempts by the Israeli forces to advance towards the outskirts of the town of Al-Qantara  
in southern Lebanon, resulting in dozens injured among the Israeli ranks and the 
destruction of a tank.  Hezbollah also announced the destruction of three tanks along with 
information about big losses in the Israeli ranks in yesterday’s confrontations at Bint 
Jubayl.  That came after information from the Al-Jazeera correspondent that an Israeli 
force had advanced on [Al-Mouhaysiba] hill overlooking the border town of Al-Qantara, 
coinciding with a similar advance on the Al-Taiba Project in the Marjayoun district.  The 
correspondent indicated that the battles today are a sign of the Israeli attack’s move from 
the central sector to the eastern sector. 
 The Israeli Army had no comment on the situation; however, it did announce 
today that two of its soldiers were killed and 15 others injured yesterday in Bint Jubayl 
[in fighting] with Hezbollah fighters, which increases the number of Israelis killed that 
day to four.  It appears that the battles of Bint Jubayl and adjacent Debel were extremely 
fierce; information indicated that 40 Israeli soldiers were casualties.  The Al-Jazeera 
correspondent in Haifa noted that the Israeli Army was unable last night to evacuate 20 
wounded soldiers from Bint Jubayl, adding that they were transported today to the 
Rambam Hospital in Haifa. 
 Hezbollah announced yesterday that its battles with the Israeli Army in southern 
Lebanon led to the death or injury of 16 Israeli soldiers and the destruction of 8 tanks.  
Today’s developments were accompanied by a heavy shelling of the town of Al-Khiam, 




 Following that, Hezbollah resumed its bombardment of the city of Kiryat 
Shemona where the Al-Jazeera correspondent said 8 missiles had landed, after there had 
been a respite from the shelling during the night.  The correspondent said that the Israeli 
authorities had begun to prepare to safeguard 20,000 residents of the settlement and move 
them away from the areas of the missile impacts.  He explained that 5,000 of the 
inhabitants were still in shelters. 
 Later information noted that missiles fell today on the border between the West 
Bank town of Janeen and the city of Beit She’an in the Jordan valley.  Hezbollah had 
targeted Beit She’an about a week ago with Khaybir-1 missiles. 
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 The Chief of Staff of the Israeli Army tasked his deputy Moshe Kaplinsky as of 
yesterday with coordinating the operations against Hezbollah; many Israeli commentators 
consider him unsatisfied with the performance of General Udi Adam, commander of the 
Northern Military Region.  The diminished Israeli Security Government is studying 
expanding the operations in Lebanon, despite the intensive talks in the [UN] Security 
Council to discuss the possibility of a cease-fire. 
 
Ayn Al-Helwa and Mashgara 
 
 The Israeli Air Force intensified its bombardment throughout Lebanon on the 29th 
day of the aggression, and targeted the Ayn Al-Helwa camp for Palestinian refugees for 
the first time, resulting in deaths and injuries. 
 Israeli warships targeted Ayn Al-Helwa, outside of Sidon.  The Al-Jazeera 
correspondent in the city said that the warships fired two shells at a garden belonging to 
the camp’s Fatah militia commander Munir Al-Maqdah, which resulted in two people 
being killed, six injured and the destruction of dozens of homes. 
 In Mashgara, located in the western Bekaa, the Israeli Air Force launched a raid 
on the home of a Hezbollah official in the town and on a nearby Lebanese Army 
roadblock.  Killed in the raid were six members of the family of the official, named 
Ahmed Sadr, and he was injured.  Rescue teams were able to pull out the bodies of four 
of them from the rubble of the house. 
 The Israeli Air Force resumed its raids on the Akkar region at dawn; it targeted 
convoys moving fuel and bridges, including the Arka bridge which was bombed a week 
before.  It also launched raids on the area of [Jaroud] and Hermel in the north Bekaa; 
losses as a result of the raids were not known. 
 A Lebanese security source said that yesterday the Israeli aircraft shelled tanker 
trucks carrying fuel and produce trucks near the Syrian border on the [Fara’i] highway in 











Source:  Al Jazeera     Date: 17 August 2006   Author: Ali Gamdhan—Beirut 
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Southern Al-Dahiya- A Story of Destruction and Hope and Resistance 
 
 The fame of the south Beirut suburb of Al-Dahiya—headquarters of Hezbollah—
has reached all parts of the world and has begun to compete in terms of fame with 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki; they are all united by the common denominators of destruction, 
victims and the odor of death. 
 
 One stands dumbstruck, and words are incapable of describing the horror of the 
scene.  The destruction is enormous—bridges fallen, buildings consumed by flames, and 
everything is shock and numbness, and then one almost comes recovers from the shock, 
only to fall victim to another one. 
 
 Al-Ruwais Street is witness to the latest chapters of the attack, and it has its latest 
fingerprints upon it.  The eyes of the people look right and left, waiting in the silence to 
hear news of their loved ones and relatives, still beneath the rubble and debris of the 
buildings after a week.  They cling to hope, even if it’s an illusion. 
 
Pain and Hope 
 
 Abu Mohammed sits on a porch near the rubble, almost unable to feel those 
around him; his father, brother and nephew were in their apartment before Israel launched 
the most violent raid on Al-Dahiya last Sunday.  Abu Mohammed says that his father had 
to go to meet his friend (who survived the slaughter)—he went to the apartment to get 
something, and never came back out of it. 
 Ali Bizza was a witness to the massacre, when he was sitting in his shop across 
from the plaza of the Imam al-Hassan complex, targeted [in the raid.]  He says that he 
was listening to the news when the electricity had returned.  When the power came back, 
some of the people who were taking refuge in one of the shelters under the complex came 
out to gather some things to eat and to clean their apartments and to bathe. 
 He adds that it was the afternoon; in a sudden raid, the planes bombed the 
residential complex and completely destroyed it in seconds, killing 60 people including 
ten children who were playing in the complex’s playground. 
 A second witness said that since starting to comb the complex and clear the 
destruction, he has discovered just two bodies, one of whom was just in pieces, and the 
other was complete.  He indicated that the remains of the bodies still beneath the rubble 





  In a place not far from the square of the latest massacre, specifically in Hara 
Hareek, there was another scene but this time stirring hope.  The compensation 
committees which the General Secretary of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah announced in his 
last speech went directly to work. 
 Abu Mohammed Shamada, one of the officials of those committees, said that Al-
Dahiya was divided up into ten centers to receive the victims that work to count their 
numbers so that they can be materially compensated later for the loss of their possessions. 
He added that here are two kinds of damages to the buildings; they have either been 
partially or fully destroyed.  The compensation is made according to that—specific sums 
are paid to reside in an alternative location, or the home or apartment is repaired, as the 
serviceability commission determines.  He also indicated that roughly half of the victims 
from about 7,000 destroyed housing units had registered their names and that in the 




 The Al-Manar channel is in the same Hara Hareek.  Another means of resistance, 
after its insistence on continuing to transmit nonstop during the period of the aggression.  
It has just returned to broadcast again from its headquarters, but this time from beneath 
the heaps of it. 
 The announcer Mohammed Sherri says that the idea of broadcasting from beneath 
the rubble of the channel’s building was born after people began flocking to visit the 
headquarters.  The officials at the channel decided to put up the tables and set up the 
cameras in the same plaza and conduct the interviews live from above the destruction. 
 The announcer of the show “This Morning” Zaynib ‘Awada and the program’s 
preparer Amal Shabib both confirmed that after their program had stopped broadcasting 
during the period of the war, they both became field correspondents that hit various areas 
of Lebanon.  The two of them added that the message of Al-Manar is the message of the 
resistance and therefore the location doesn’t matter, pointing out that the channel’s 
administration decided to allocate a mobile studios during the coming period to roam 














Summaries of Speeches by Nasrallah during the Sixth War: 
 
Speech One—12 July 2006: 
 
The Secretary General of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah appeared at a press conference to 
speak about the circumstances of an operation which targeted a border farming settlement 
on 12 July 2006 and which resulted in the capture of two Israeli soldiers and the killing of 
eight soldiers and the wounding of 21 others.  Nasrallah announced at the conference 
Hezbollah’s conditions for the release of the prisoners.   He also responded to journalists’ 
questions about the exigencies of the operation and its timing and Hezbollah’s 
preparations to respond if Israel launched a war to retrieve them.  He also vowed to 
surprise the Israelis militarily.  Nasrallah affirmed that the two prisoners were in a safe 
place, and they would not be turned over to Israel except by one means, that being “the 
indirect negotiation and the mutual exchange” of prisoners in the occupation prisons. 
 
Speech Two—14 July 2006: 
 
In a voice message that Hezbollah’s Al-Manar television broadcast, the Secretary General 
of Hezbollah Sheikh Hassan Nasrallah announced [Hezbollah’s] readiness to enter into 
an open war with Israel which was attacking Lebanon and bombing it from the land, sea 
and air.  Two days after the [start] of the Israeli attack on Lebanon, Nasrallah indicated 
the war would “reach beyond Haifa” located in northern Israel, and which Nasrallah 
threatened to target.  In the message, Nasrallah addressed the Lebanese who were 
devastated by the destruction of their infrastructure by saying that Hezbollah’s friends 
(without naming them) would help them in rebuilding.  He affirmed that Hezbollah’s 
military and leadership structure were still intact.  He ended his message by calling for 
carefully considering the truth of the talk about surprises by watching the strike [on] one 
of the Israeli warships off of Beirut. 
 
Speech Three—21 July 2006: 
 
The Secretary General of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah appeared on an interview on the 
Al-Jazeera channel on the ninth day of the war.  The meeting came after Hezbollah had 
bombarded the city of Haifa, one of the biggest Israeli cities, thereby exceeding the usual 
targets which Hezbollah was accustomed to targeting since before the April 1996 
understanding.  Nasrallah said that Hezbollah’s leadership structure was undamaged 
following the Israeli raids which targeted Lebanon, denying what Israeli officials had said 
about the destruction of 50% of Hezbollah’s capabilities.  He vowed that Hezbollah 
would offer more surprises in the coming days. 
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Speech Four—29 July 2006: 
 
The Secretary General of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah strove in a speech broadcast by Al-
Manar TV to reassure the [people] of the Lebanese interior, expressing that the victory 
would be for all of Lebanon and its regions and factions and emphasizing that Hezbollah 
was confident of victory in the current conflict with Israel.  Nasrallah’s speech came after 
the Lebanese resistance was able to drive the Israeli forces from villages they had 
occupied in the border strip in southern Lebanon.  Nasrallah stressed the national unity in 
Lebanon between its various factions.  Nasrallah said that “the current attempts to look 
for ways out of the crisis are among the blessings of the fabled battlefield staying power 
of the whole of Lebanon, with all its factions.” 
 
Speech Five—3 August 2006 
 
The Secretary General of Hezbollah Sheikh Hassan Nasrallah threatened in a speech 
televised by Al-Manar TV and simulcast by the Al-Jazeera channel to shell Tel Aviv if 
the Israeli attack targeted the Lebanese capitol Beirut, reaffirming that the Israeli army 
had not achieved any real accomplishment in the field and that the resistance, with the 
courage of its people, was the one which had realized a military miracle in opposing [the 
Israeli army]. 
 
Nasrallah spoke to the Lebanese and the Arab and Islamic and Christian peoples, saying 
that the American administration would bear the responsibility for the slaughter and 
destruction occurring now, and that Israel was nothing more than a tool to achieve that.  
Nasrallah stated that whatever the result of the war, Lebanon would not be American or 
Israeli or a place in the new Middle East for Washington to propagandize. 
 
Speech Six—9 August 2006 
 
The Secretary General of the Hezbollah said that Hezbollah will not obstruct any decision 
that the Lebanese government deems appropriate regarding the carrying out of UN 
Security Council Resolution number 1701.  He clarified in a speech carried by Al-Manar 
TV that the Hezbollah ministers in the government would register their reservations about 
the resolution.  The Hezbollah Secretary General said that “if not for the endurance of the 
resistance and the people and the political powers and the state with all its institutions, we 
would today be facing terrible results.”  Nasrallah cautioned the Lebanese against acting 
as if the war was over lest the resistance be taken by surprise.”  He said that the Lebanese 
were still in need of solidarity during the next phase.  If Israel felt that it would not be 
able to achieve its goals, then it would not give up Lebanon.  He said “we must confront 
coming dangers with national unity.” 
 
Speech Seven—14 August 2006 
 
The Secretary General of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah said in a televised speech on the 
A-Manar channel that the resistance had achieved for an historical and strategic victory 
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for Lebanon and the [Arab] nation over Israel, indicating that the Israeli government had 
opened investigations into “its defeat” in Lebanon.  Nasrallah touched on the future of the 
weapons of the resistance and directed sharp criticisms at those who would open this 
issue at the current time, describing their position as unethical.  Regarding the Lebanese 
army, he said that it was unable to protect Lebanon at present, and the same thing applied 
to the international forces.  Nasrallah pointed out that [Hezbollah] would immediately 
begin the process of rebuilding and would not wait for “the government mechanisms 











Source:  Al Manar     Date: 15 August 2008   Author: not given 
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The July Aggression: The Enemy Loses the Field and the Respect of the Army and the 
Media 
 
 The events of the July 2006 aggression against Lebanon, in all their details, 
formed phases that inverted the goals of the enemy’s leaders and demonstrated the 
weakness of their field strategy.  The Zionist army seemed forlorn and defeated 
spiritually and exhausted due to the lack of confidence in its leadership, and it faltered 
before the military and psychological war of the Islamic resistance, whose use of the 
winning cards created a helpful weight in the internal political arena.  After the enemy’s 
use of the operation to capture the two Zionist soldiers as a pretext for its real purpose, 
which was “to eliminate Hezbollah,” and as a result of its practical, strategic and 
psychological unpreparedness for all-out war, it gave the okay for the bombing and 
destruction in the south, in the southern [suburb] of Al-Dahiya and in the Bekaa.  
However, it did not take into account the background, on the basis of which the resistance 
would operate, and what surprises and weapons and military plans it concealed. 
 
 Despite the Beirut-suburb of Al-Dahiya’s being subject to the daily raids, 
particularly the area of Hara Hareek, the “Ra’ad” rockets which reached Haifa on 16 July 
2006 were a factor affecting the course of the war.  The “Fajr” missiles reached deep into 
the state, such as the areas of Afula, Hadera and Beit She’an, without anti-missile 
systems stopping them. 
 
 The distinctive factor clearly appeared in the Lebanese field, where the Zionists 
wanted to realize “some accomplishment” after the “air routine.”  So the enemy troop and 
their tanks, led by the Merkava, entered.  They were subject to what they described as 
“Hell’s ambushes.”  The Merkava, called the “Pride of Israeli Industry,” was destroyed 
and lost its fearsome reputation in the battles of Aitaroun, Maroun and Bint Jubail in the 
south. 
 
 The second Qana massacre, which the enemy perpetrated in 2006, didn’t make 
any points in its favor in the psychological and media war, which the resistance’s media 
had shown a mastery of during the attack.   Indeed, it reflected negatively on the Zionist 
government through the international condemnations of the massacre. 
 
 In light of that, there came a new and different response to the occupation’s daily 
massacres.  The Israeli Navy paid a price from its structure, after an advanced missile in 
the resistance’s arsenal targeted a “Sa’ar-5” warship and destroyed part of it and killed 
four of its sailors.  The General Secretary of Hezbollah Hassan Nasrallah announced this 
surprise in his famous live telephone message over the Al-Manar channel. 
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 While the war continued strongly, and with it the bombing and the destruction by 
the enemy aircraft and warships, it was met with Lebanese resistance and opposition.  
The speeches of  Mr Nasrallah during the aggression, in which he addressed the Lebanese 
and Zionist populace, stand out.  The majority of the Zionist base said they believed the 
words of Mr Nasrallah more than the President of their government, Ehud Olmert. 
 
 The equation which the General Secretary of Hezbollah laid out proved its 
usefulness (specifically: Beirut for Tel Aviv) when he announced “if you bomb our 
capitol, we will bomb the capitol of your usurper state.”  This caused alarm amongst the 
media of the [Zionist] entity in how to deal with this threat, and made the Zionist military 
leaders retreat from their plans to bomb the Lebanese capitol. 
 
 As for the eight speeches of Mr Nasrallah, they had their intended affect amongst 
the military and political circles of [Israel], due to their connection to the people of the 
resistance and its media in Lebanon and the Arab world and beyond.  The settlers also 
considered them balanced regarding the extent of their soldiers’ success in the mission 
with which they had been entrusted. 
 
 For its part, the Al-Manar channel continued to shock the enemy’s media by 
continuing its live broadcast, even after the rockets of the enemy aircraft destroyed its 
main building, and too through its showing of Mr Nasrallah’s speeches, and its ability to 
[present] the “definitive picture” which carried the realities of the resistance’s superiority 
in the land war against the invading soldiers. 
 
 The final aspect of the conflict corresponding to the military victory is the 
political factor.  Despite the position of the Siniora Government at that time which was 
irresponsible and unsupportive of the resistance and its role in the decision and the 
execution, the mutual understanding between Hezbollah and the Free National Current 
contributed greatly in protecting the resistance’s back and defeating the usurper entity’s 
gamble on dissension and fracturing between the Lebanese. 
 
 The enemy was worn out in the field and its media had failed to show the 
destruction which its military machine had trailed behind it in Lebanon, as a victory, 
while the Lebanese resisted and offered up the thousands of martyrs and wounded, as 
opposed to the Zionists whose morale was weakened with the fall of [every Israeli 
soldier].  Following that, the UN Security Council Resolution 1701 issued on 14 August 
2006 stopped the “military actions” and helped the Zionist entity which had been 
compelled to attack by the American administration. 
 
 Shortly after it had been issued, the resolution revealed the losses in soldiers and 
vehicles that the enemy had sustained in southern Lebanon and in the Zionist homeland 
as well.  The Lebanese who had fled returned to the villages and cities in the first hours, 
the first moments after the announcement of the resolution, while the enemy 
acknowledged through the media the tactical and strategic superiority of Hezbollah 
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during the war, and its ability to achieve success in the public political prestige in its 










Source:  Al Manar     Date: 27 December 2008   Author: Ahmed Omar 
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Was An Arab and International “Green Light” Given to Cover the Gaza Attack?? 
 
 Were the “bloody bombings” which the Israeli fighter planes carried out and the 
striking of the Gaza strip supposed to pass with Arab and international cover?  This 
pressing question was preceded by a number of incidents which Zionist officials revealed 
days ago. 
 It’s certain that Israel would not have launched its attack on Gaza with this 
boldness and savagery if protection and a “green light” had not been provided, or at least 
international and Arab disregard. 
 Israel began to pave the way for the operation with a wide diplomatic campaign 
that included the enemy’s Foreign Minister sending messages to the U.N. Secretary 
General Ban Ki-Moon and the rotating President of the Security Council, as well as 
diplomatic delegations carrying similar messages to world leaders, especially the heads of 
the five permanent members of the Security Council.   However, the Israeli effort was 
directed towards ensuring Arab compliance and realizing guaranteed support for the 
operation. 
 The Israel newspaper Maariv talked a few days ago about a request that some 
Arab officials sent to the Jewish state to cut off the heads of the Hamas leadership if the 
movement didn’t agree to continue the truce, while the Vice Premier of the Zionist 
government Haim Ramon spoke about the attempt to bring down the Hamas authority in 
cooperation with Arab states who consider this matter as a common goal for them with 
Israel. 
 The Zionist Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni who visited Egypt recently revealed that 
she previously had informed Arab states of the military operation in the Gaza strip, while 
the enemy’s Prime Minister Ehud Olmert and the President of the enemy state Shimon 
Peres took up lots of space on TV screens and the pages of Arab newspapers, speaking 
through those about placing the responsibility on Hamas for what might happen, and 
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The Zionist Enemy’s Slaughter: 210 Martyrs and Hundreds Injured 
 
 A Palestinian medical source said that two Palestinian resistance fighters were 
martyred Saturday evening in a new Israeli air raid on Zeitoun in east Gaza City.  
Regarding that, Moa’wiya Hasaneen, general director of emergency department of the 
Ministry of Health, said that the number of Palestinians who were killed in the series of 
Israeli air raids in the Gaza Strip reached 210, in addition to hundreds of injured. 
 
 A terribly monstrous Zionist slaughter, this is the least that is said of the Zionist 
aggression which the occupation army launched on the Gaza strip, felling hundreds of 
Palestinians dead and injured, among them many children and women.   The air raids 
which the Israeli warplanes launched targeted all of the headquarters of the revoked 
government in the Gaza strip. 
 
 Regarding the latest count of the number of martyrs, an official in the emergency 
department of the Palestinian Ministry of Health announced that at least 205 Palestinians 
were killed and hundreds injured in the on-going series of air raids which the Israeli Air 
Force launched Saturday. 
 
 Moa’wiya Hasaneen had said that “the number of martyrs rose to 205 and over 
330 injured, among them 120 in critical condition.”  Hasaneen explained that “the 
increase in the number killed is a result of the continuing Israel air raids and extracting a 
number of martyrs from beneath the rubble of buildings which were shelled this 
morning.” 
 
 Hasaneen said that 80 martyrs arrived at the hospitals in pieces, and there are 
dozens of victims still beneath the debris of the headquarters which were shelled.  He 
pointed to the severe shortage of medicines and first aid supplies and all the treatments 
necessary for rapid surgeries, imploring the Arab states and medical organizations to send 
medicines quickly to the besieged strip. 
 
 He said that most of the injured are in serious condition and can’t be moved to 
any Arab country until their condition is stabilized; fearing for their lives, he pleaded for 
helicopters to be sent. 
 
 The bodies of the martyred were left in hospitals’ hallways due to the small size 










Source:  Al Manar     Date: 31 December 2008   Author: not given 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=68718 
 
Hamas will fight to the last breath against any land attack 
 
 Hamas announced Thursday that it will fight to the last breath against any land 
operation against the Gaza strip, confirming that any operation like this will be truly 
foolhardy for the enemy. 
 Mushir al-Masri, the Hamas representative in the legislative council, said “We are 
ready for all the choices and we will fight to the last breath and the enemy will not be 
able to invade the Gaza strip and occupy it or eliminate Hamas.”  Al-Masri asserted that 
any invasion would constitute a truly foolish endeavor by the army of the occupation and 
that getting into the Gaza strip is not like getting out of it. 
 On another aspect, the Russian Foreign Ministry announced in a statement on 
Wednesday that Hamas is ready to stop its attacks on the Israeli enemy entity, on the 
condition that the occupation authorities end their blockade of the Gaza strip. 
 The Ministry stated that the head of Hamas’ political office “Khalid Mish’al 
announced in response to a question to the Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov that 
he is prepared to stop the armed confrontation, but it’s conditional on the lifting of the 
blockade on the Gaza strip.”  The Russian Foreign Ministry statement quoted the contents 




 With regards to that, Hamas said Wednesday that it hadn’t received any proposal 
regarding a truce in the Gaza strip but it welcomed any initiative stopping the Israeli 
attacks on the Gaza strip and guaranteeing the lifting of the blockade. 
 Ayman Taha, the spokesman for Hamas, said to Agence France-Presse “If any 
initiative regarding the truce is offered to us, we will study it,” stressing “we are for any 
initiative that stops the aggression and completely lifts the blockade.”  However he 
denied that his movement had received any initiative in this regard and said “No initiative 
has been offered to us yet.” 
 Hamas spokesman Fawzi Barhoum had already confirmed today that talk of a 
truce meant “equal rights between the victim and the executioner,” asserting that “any 
Arab or foreign intervention must be based on stopping the attack, lifting the blockade 
and opening all the crossings.”  Barhoum said that “this talk now of attempts to stop the 
fighting and to enter into a truce in these circumstances is like equal rights between the 
victim and the executioner,” clarifying that “what is required now is that all of the Arab 
and international efforts be closely coordinated to stop the attack, lift the blockade, open 
the crossing and rebuild Gaza.” 
 Barhoum said that “any international or Arab intervention must be built on the 
basis of the attack ceasing, lifting the blockade and opening all of the crossings,” 
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indicating that “the leadership of Hamas abroad, represented by the head of its political 
office Khalid Mish’al and his brothers are in contact with the leaders of the Arab and 
Islamic world, foremost among them the Amir of Qatar, Libya and Yemen.” 
 Barhoum considered that “the one who started the battle is the Zionist enemy after 
it had planned well for that,” adding that “this war has been imposed on us, we didn’t 
choose it ourselves, and we have the right to defend the sons of our people, who were 
satisfied that the truce had no benefit with the continuation of the blockade and the 
aggression.”  He noted that “no one, regionally or internationally, including the Egyptian 








Source:  Al Manar     Date: 2 January 2009   Author: Special Report to Al-Manar 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=68914 
 
The Resistance Continues Firing Missiles For the Seventh Day in a Row 
 
 The Palestinian resistance continued to devastate the Zionist settlements with 
missiles for the seventh consecutive day. 
 The enemy’s media confirmed that over 15 missiles landed on Ashkelon and the 
rest of the settlements which are 40 kilometers south of the Gaza strip. 
 Four missiles were fired today on the occupied city of Ashkelon, and the Zionist 
police noted that the missile attack resulted in two people injured and damaged several 
residential buildings.  The resistance also targeted the settlement of Sha’ar HaNegev with 
two Qassam missiles, and the settlement of Sderot with three missiles, and the settlement 
of Netivot with two missiles, while two missiles made a direct hit on a home in the 
settlement of Ashkol. 
 Panic also spread among the settlers of Beersheba when the Zionist officials 
carried out a long test of the alert sirens in the city, even though [the residents] had been 
warned in advance. 
[paragraph omitted- restates first three paragraphs] 
 The resistance’s response is present and continuous despite the Israeli land, sea 
and air blockade and despite the Israeli military aircraft dropping leaflets on the eastern 
area of the [Gaza] strip in which they urge the Palestinians to call a secret phone number 
or send messages by email to report the location of those firing the Palestinian missiles, 
because [the missiles] are reaching locations further into the interior of Israel than before; 
about an eighth of the population of the enemy entity, about seven million people, are in 
range of the locally-developed Qassam and Garad missiles. 
 The alarm sirens in the Israeli cities and settlements still sound to urge the 
populace to head for the shelters when military radars pick up the in-bound missiles 
which can pass by the enemy’s reconnaissance helicopters and aircraft that are striving to 
uncover the missiles’ launch points. 
 The Palestinian resistance yesterday (Thursday) showered the enemy’s 
settlements, especially the city of Beersheba and the settlement of Ashdod with over 50 
missiles.  The resistance fighters also shelled Hatzerim Airbase which is considered the 
largest Israeli Air Force base. 
 All of that comes despite the enemy’s use of the warplanes and warships in its 
bombing of Gaza, whose skies are not quit of the Israeli reconnaissance aircraft, as well 
as the Zionist entity’s massing of thousands of its forces along the Israeli-Gaza border in 







Source:  Al Manar     Date: 18 January 2009   Author: Ahmad Shaeetu 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewsSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=70705 
 
The View of the Strip after the Cease-Fire 
 
The scene in the Gaza strip a day after the announcement by the Zionist enemy of 
a unilateral cease-fire following 22 days of the failed hostile and brutal war during which 
the people resisted despite the massacres and the siege and the resistance fought back…A 
wary calm violated by a raid Sunday morning on the northern Gaza strip, resulting in five 
wounded…Some shots fired at citizens…Israeli tanks retreat and reposition 
themselves…Inhabitants return to their homes to find ruin and wide-scale destruction in 
Gaza City and its neighborhoods such as Tel al-Hawa and Zeitoun and in the northern 
strip and the rest of the areas after the shelling and the vengeful raids which did not find a 
way to the resistance so took revenge on the homes and the civilians…Voices echo from 
the minarets in Gaza City and the environs, announcing the victory of the resistance and 
the people and congratulating the people…A voice from one of the mosques above which 
waved the banners of Hamas says “The movement [Hamas] congratulates our people for 
their bold victory.” 
 The resistance fired several rockets in the morning until noon towards the [Israeli] 
settlements.  An eight-year old girl was martyred by an Israeli bullet in Bayt Hanuoun 
and in the southern part of the strip the Zionist army killed a young Palestinian man near 
Khan Yunis. 
 According to eye witnesses, the Israeli military vehicles in a number of areas, 
including the northern strip and the areas north, south and east of Gaza [city], have 
retreated to their positions within the [Israeli] border far from the homes of the citizens.  
The witnesses said that dozens of the tanks which were on the Coastal Road have 
retreated and deployed on the Nezarim axis where the inhabitants have begun to move 
from Gaza to the middle and back.  The region witnessed an active movement of cars. 
 The Palestinian rescue apparatus took advantage of the cessation of the shelling 
and entered the zones of destruction in the morning and pulled out about 100 bodies that 
previously were inaccessible due to the battles and the enemy preventing ambulance and 
rescue crews from reaching many of the areas.  The number of martyrs there had reached 
over 1,300.  Local people also rushed to pull bodies from beneath the rubble and inspect 
the damage.  Many businesses opened their doors in the undamaged areas and life began 
to return to normal. 
 In Gaza City, the people came out into the streets to appraise the heavy damage.  
One of the citizens said “There’s not a single home here.  My house was here” in front of  
the rubble of his home in Zeitoun.  “Everything has been destroyed,” he added, while 












Arab condemnation and calls for an emergency summit after the attack on Gaza 
 
 Qatar, Sudan, Libya, Yemen, Syria and Saudi Arabia called for convening an 
emergency summit of the Arab League to discuss the developments in Gaza after the 
Israeli attack which led to the martyrdom and injuring of hundreds of people Saturday. 
 The Sudanese President Omar al-Bashir criticized the Israeli slaughter and 
described it as an atrocious crime and an attempt to eliminate the Palestinian people and 
break the thorn of the resistance.  In his statements to Al-Jazeera, al-Bashir called for an 
emergency Arab summit going beyond [just] a speech of condemnation and outrage, with 
the necessity of stopping any attempt of normalization or the trend for negotiation with 
Israel. 
 That comes at time when the official and popular Arab condemnations of the raids 
which the Israeli occupation forces launched; the Arab League condemned those attacks 
and described what the Palestinian people in the strip where being subjected to as a 
“massacre”  which left behind about 210 martyred and over 700 injured according to 
Palestinian medical sources. 
 The League demanded that the International Security Council take immediate 
measures to stop this Israeli “recklessness” and “rashness” and protect the Palestinian 
people from these Israeli “crimes.”  The League’s Deputy Secretary General for 
Palestinian Affairs Ambassador Mohammed Subaih said that “Israel is completely 
responsible for this crime, and in its history filled with crimes, there is recorded a new 
massacre without the slightest reason; it has violated all the understandings and 




 Egypt in turn criticized the Israeli military assaults, laying the responsibility on 
Israel as the occupying power for the deaths and injuries that resulted.  The Egyptian 
Middle East News Agency quoted a statement issued by the Presidency of the Egyptian 
Republic that Egypt warned against the Israeli escalation and its impact on the 
humanitarian conditions in the [Gaza] strip and stability of the Middle East.  The agency 
indicated that the Egyptian President Husny Mubarak had issued instructions to welcome 
all injured victims of the Israeli attack via the Rafah crossing and to provide the 
necessary medical care to them in Egyptian hospitals. 
 Moustafa Al-Faqi, head of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Egyptian 
National Assembly, told Al-Jazeera that Egypt as a government and people “reject and 
condemn this unprecedented slaughter.” 
A Popular Stance 
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 The Al-Jazeera correspondent in Cairo stated that the Egyptian opposition 
movements called for organizing a protest stoppage this evening in front of the 
Journalists’ Union to criticize the Israeli assaults. 
The Grand Master of the Muslim Brotherhood group in Egypt Mohammed Mahdi 
Akef criticized these Israeli raids.  Akef told Al-Jazeera that “the Zionists can not 
perpetrate this crime without colluding with the Arab leaders and international 
organizations.”  He added “even though the situation is extremely dangerous, we didn’t 




 In Beirut, Hezbollah’s Director of Foreign Relations Nawaf al-Musawi considered 
the Israeli assaults on Gaza “an Arab International war” on the Palestinian people to force 
them to surrender.  Al-Musawi told al-Jazeera that the first line of defense for the 
Palestinian people is the resistance, and [no one] is wagering anything on the official 
position. 
 On a related matter, the Al-Jazeera correspondent in Beirut Boushra Abdel Samad  
said that the Lebanese government issued a statement in which it condemned the Israeli 
massacres, considering the “solution to lie in the movement of the Arab League and the 
United Nations.” 
 On the popular level, she indicated that calls had gone out to demonstrate and 
organize mass marches in the Ayn al-Hilwa refugee camp and all of the Palestinian 





 Media reports noted mentioned that the Libyan leader Muammar al-Qaddafi and 
the Emir of Qatar Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa Al-Thani talked by phone about the 
situation in Gaza.  The reports added that Sheikh Hamad had other phone discussions on 
the same subject with Saudi King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz. 
 In the Jordanian capitol, the Secretary General of the [Arab] League Amr Moussa 
announced that Jordan requested an urgent meeting of the Foreign ministers tomorrow 
[Sunday] to discuss the “Israeli attacks on the Gaza Strip.” 
 On the popular level, spontaneous demonstrations appeared in several Palestinian 
camps.  In Amman, a mass sit-in strike was organized in front of the Vocational Unions 
complex; those taking part raised signs demanding the lifting of the blockade, opening of 
the crossings and stopping the Israeli occupation’s assault. 
 During this strike, the Controller General of the Muslim Brotherhood in Jordan 
Sayid Hammam called in a speech on academics and young people of the Islamic and 
Arab nation to demonstrate to criticize the Israeli aggressions and hold accountable those 





 The General Secretary of the Association of Muslim Scholars in Iraq Harith al-
Dari told al-Jazeera that the Israeli raids come in the scope of the election battle between 
the Israeli parties, pointing out that the victim in that is the Palestinian people. 
 Likewise, Bouthaina Shaaban, media advisor to the Syrian President, stated to al-
Jazeera that the Arab states are responsible for this attack because they stayed “mute and 
silent” and didn’t interfere with these attacks to protect the Palestinian people.  
 The spokesman for the Islamic Resistance Movement (Hamas) said that the Israeli 


















The Events of Gaza- A Blow to Humanity 
 
 The events of Gaza were no surprise, but it was strong shock when the TV 
stations showed us what wounded my heart and bloodied the feelings of millions of 
people around the world. 
 It’s not easy to relate your feelings, to pin down your thoughts while you’re 
standing before these scenes, and the multitude of victims and the piles of the shredded 
bodies of the besieged civilians killed in Gaza. 
 I and millions like me call for an immediate cessation to this unwarranted 
violence and the war machine which is thrown into this bloody scene. 
 I believe that I speak not as a representative of Arabs or Moslems or Christians, 
but rather I speak for everyone who has human feelings and a desire for a better future for 
this world. 
 The use after a prolonged siege of excessive force and lethal weapons on the 
inhabitants of the Gaza strip, including civilians, men, women and children, won’t lead to 
a solution nor will it present a frightening deterrent picture. 
 Instead, it summons extreme reactions that are in no one’s interest.  I believe that 
Israel’s security is affected with each tremor in the area. 
 A blow like this to the Gaza strip may be employed for temporary political ends, 
but its great negative consequences on all levels will not be hidden.  It takes the peace 
process to an unknown point and while the number of dead and injured and orphans 
multiply, we know that a peace initiative can not be based on an intentional attraction of 
hatred in the name of religion and nationalism, wherever and whatever it might be. 
 If we believe in apportioning the damage between both parties of the equation, the 
Palestinians and the Israelis, then that applies to each faction and each group within each 
party, and the losses are distributed amongst all and no one is immune to their pain. 
 
[Pulled quote next to the paragraph above; last sentence of the piece] 
 
 In looking at our partners in humanity across this planet, questions will rise to the 
surface of our thoughts regarding the extent of the world’s continuing to accept half-facts 
and double standards, and regarding [the world’s] ability to stay neutral towards the 
civilians and innocents being killed. 
 The distinguishing between the action and the reaction in this issue is 
unimportant, particularly when the power equation is unequal.  The actions must be put 
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into the context of how they deal with people, and the reactions must be appropriate to 
that which they follow. 
 I want to point out here that the problem is not who rules Gaza; there are civilians 
who are being targeted by all types of lethal weapons, and that is something that has been 
condemned in the conventions of humanity and international law for decades.  This 
demands that I not forget my fundamental commitment to the idea of human security, but 
the cruelty of the events is such that it is monstrous for us speak of human security 
without taking into account the lives of the hundreds of thousands of people in Gaza who 
are in imminent danger. 
 In conclusion, we are between sacred holidays for the Christians and Moslems of 
the world, and it’s an opportunity for us to ponder the inspiration of the echoes of peace 
in a land which carried the message of peace to the entire world.  When will there be the 
chance in the land of Palestine and for the people of Palestine to celebrate holidays 





[Prince bin Talal is the uncle of King Abdullah of Jordan, and the Honorary Head of the 













Military Expert:  Continuation of the Missile Bombardment Means Israel’s Failure 
 
 
 A Lebanese military expert anticipated that the next 48 hours will be decisive in 
determining the course of the on-going Israeli military operation in the Gaza strip, and 
didn’t discount the likelihood that Tel Aviv would lower its goals from rooting out 
Hamas to [just] weakening it. 
 Retired Colonel Doctor Amin Hotait said in a call with Al-Jazeera.net that Israel 
drew up a bank of targets for the Air Force that included 230 targets in six categories.  In 
reviewing the bombing zones and the sites of destruction, it becomes apparent that it 
exceeded the basic targets; during the last three days, [the Air Force] hit 275 targets and 
therefore “Israel has done everything it wanted to do in the [Gaza] strip.” 
 Hotait added that “the firing of missiles after Israeli had finished dealing with its 
bank of targets came as a surprise to [Israel], and the ability of the resistance to fire the 
missiles represents an unmistakable message about the inability of the air operation to 
achieve its goals.” 
 
Evaluating the Situation 
 
 Hotait concludes that the facts of the situation show that the Israeli air campaign 
wiped out the bombed targets, but it didn’t achieve the goals set forth for it “which makes 
Israel need to extend the time limit.”  He expressed his belief that Israel will within the 
next 48 hours reevaluate the situation and extend the air operation for another 24 to 48 
hours “so that next Thursday will be a decisive point for the Israeli leadership to 
determine what it wants.” 
 He also emphasized that the Palestinian resistance’s capability to fire the missiles, 
remain cohesive and tenacious and refuse to surrender, all mean “the failure of the air 
campaign to achieve its goals.”  He added that that will force Israel “to retreat from the 
high bar which it had set, [which was] to root out the resistance, occupy the strip, force 
the resistance from it and hand it over to a third party.” 
 The retired Colonel believed that Israel will have two options: either a partial 
invasion so it can say that dealt with the missile bases and destroyed their stores, or a 
token occupation of pockets of the border area as occurred in Lebanon. 
 Regarding if the Gaza war will lead Israel to a new investigatory commission 
resembling the Finegold commission which followed the 2006 Lebanon war, he said that 
merely firing Garad missiles means the failure of the Israeli plan, and that the military 




targets in a fashion to destroy and root them out and “this will lead ultimately to a 
problem as happened in Lebanon, but what will determine how things play out is the next 
48 hours.” 
 As for the possibility of the massing of large ground forces for Gaza, Hotait 
believed that Israeli can’t repeat what happened to it in Lebanon, explaining that Israel 
was unable to deal with the sources of fire in south Lebanon before initiating its ground 
operation, and subsequently its failure in that regard led to its failure in the war and thus 
it can not launch a ground operation until it is reassured about its results.” 
 The military expert stressed that the mere fact of firing Gaza’s missiles means the 
presence of resistors lying in wait and so Israel will hesitate greatly to begin its large-
scale attack “because it will encounter a slaughter of its soldiers and the outcome of the 





 About scenarios for the Israeli operation, Hotait said “if it proves correct for the 
Israelis that the operation won’t achieve the desired results, Israel will lower the level of 
the goals to getting out of a total failure; this is the traditional Israeli style.  At that time, 
it will say that that it is working on evaluating Hamas’ conduct in preventing missiles and 
reaching mutual understandings about its performance and behavior in Gaza, instead of 
extirpating it and ending its rule.” 
 He also expects working through regional and international intermediaries or a 
third party “to find a solution.”  However, he said that the door to choosing a third 
intermediary was closed temporarily after “Egypt’s fall from neutrality and Turkey’s 
leaving the circle of mediation between Israel and Syria and its withdrawal from playing 
the role of mediator in issues of the Middle East.” 
 Regarding the American-European way out, the military expert anticipated that 
the European Union will try with Washington to search for a way out [of the situation] 
through the Security Council with a resolution like 1701, while he didn’t discount Tel 
Aviv attempting to put pressure on the resistance with a partial occupation of Gaza as a 
bargaining chip.  “But both of these are hostage to what the field will do in its dealings 
with the bombing operation and to the perseverance and tenacity the leadership of the 
resistance displays in the situation.” 
 Colonel Hotait concluded that the final ruling regarding the military operation 
against Gaza needs the next 48 hours, that is, the time by which Israel will announce the 














The Causes of the Attack on Gaza 
 
 Israel needs no reasons to attack Gaza or any other place because it is a nation that 
from the beginning has attacked and killed and destroyed and left others homeless.  The 
Zionists came to the land of Ash-Sham [Syria, Jordan, Lebanon] and in their heads was 
the aspiration to establish a national homeland for the Jews on land they called the land of 
[their] fathers and forefathers.  This extends, according to the promise of Abraham, from 
the Euphrates to the Nile, or from Tripoli in the middle of the [Lebanese] coast to Al-
Arish in the Sinai, according to the promise of Moses. 
 
 Zionism began with a quiet aggression, with encouragement and support from 
Britain, and gradually progressed in its aggression after the establishment of the nation 
until it reached the stage of the bloody strike to the north and the south.  Israel has created 
a cataract of blood since it came into being and in my estimation, the cataract will 
continue until nothing is left. 
 
 Israel thinks up the reasons and the excuses with each new aggression that it 
launches against the Palestinians and other Arabs, and all of its attacks in the end serve 
the overarching goal which it works to achieve.  Today, it’s Gaza’s turn for shelling and 
destruction and the spilling of blood, and Israel is massing its military capabilities, land, 
sea and air, to carry out its attack.  Why has Gaza’s turn come, and what are the direct 
causes which have called Israel to this bloody excursion?  I summarize the causes as 
follows: 
 
[A pulled quote next to the preceding paragraph:  “The war now is the alternative choice 
to the siege.  They are attempting with the war to achieve what they were unable to 
achieve with the siege.”] 
 
 1)  This is a war to finish the siege imposed on the Palestinian people since 
Hamas won in the legislative elections, and harshly imposed on Gaza since Hamas took 
control of the Gaza Strip. 
 The siege aimed at toppling Hamas and removing it from the government and 
from the Palestinian Authority in general; that was by means of ruining the movement 
both spiritually and morally, and through inciting the people against it in the hope they 




 The thinking was that Hamas would fall from power in Gaza within one to three 
months, but the months passed and Hamas stayed firm and was able to handle things well 
in administering Gaza and achieving more support on the Palestinian, Arab and Islamic 
levels. 
 The war now is the alternate choice to the siege.  They are attempting with the 
war to achieve what they were unable to achieve with the siege.  Who are “they”?  
“They” are the ones blockading Gaza, and “they” are Israel and the Palestinian Authority 
and Arab regimes and the rest of the nations of the world.  The partners in the siege are 
the partners in the war, and all of them are intent on ending Hamas’ power in Gaza. 
 
 2)  The concern of the partners in the siege of Gaza with toppling Hamas’ 
authority arose principally from their vision of the special solution to the Palestinian 
issue. 
 
 There is an endeavor based on a solution that is called the “two nation” solution 
which ends with, according to the substance of the agreements available to us such as the 
Oslo Accord and the Taba Accords, a Palestinian entity that functions as a security proxy 
of Israel and which the Palestinians who are going along with [this] solution call a 
Palestinian state. 
 
 With its control of the [Gaza] strip, Hamas foiled the Americans’ and Israelis’ 
endeavor, which is also connected to the American-Israeli vision of what the Islamic 
Arab region called the Middle East ought to be.  [Previous sentence was used as a pulled 
quote next to this paragraph] For this [reason], it was necessary to topple Hamas and 
return the Gaza strip to its submissive posture [lit. Bayt Al-Ta’ah, the husband’s house to 
which a woman who unlawfully deserts must return] to be part of the solution based on 
the Road Map which recruits the Palestinians against the Palestinians. 
 
 3) Hamas is an Islamic resistance movement which regards the acknowledgement 
of Israel to be forbidden legally [under Islamic law].  Despite the fact that [Hamas] is 
ready for a long-term truce with Israel, it is not prepared to give up the idea of a sacred 
Islamic land, and the legitimate duty to liberate the holy places of Islam.  For Israel, 
Hamas constitutes a danger to it now, and perhaps a more serious danger in the future due 
to the possibility of the massing of Islamic capabilities in many countries to contribute to 
the Jihad effort.  [Hamas] is truly a religious resistance movement that has received eager 
ears from millions of devout people in the Islamic Arab region. 
 
 4) Hamas is considered to be [part of] what President Bush termed “the Axis of 
Evil” which includes Iran.  Israel is very suspicious of Iran, and so is the United States 
and a number of Arab regimes, and all of them are working to push [Iran] back and to 
swoop down upon it if possible because it represents a new element in the region from 
the aspect of its having aspirations of being an independent leader, and from the aspect of 
technological and scientific development and self-reliance. 
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 Whether or not Iran intends to change the situation in the Arab world, its 
achievements in and of themselves create a factor that stirs the Arab peoples against their 
leaders, who have become soft to the point of weakness and backwardness.  This alone 
works against the Israeli and American interests which won’t be realized without 
backward, hungry and defeated peoples. 
 Israel, and with it America and Arab regimes, has worked to bulwark itself behind 
ideology, and has begun to hint that the Shiites are a source of danger to the Sunnis.  The 
Arab regimes and America and Israel rode the Sunni and Shiite wave, and they strove to 
rouse their rage against Hamas which has betrayed the Sunni in their eyes.  The attempts 
a sowing dissension failed and Hamas remained in its position, searching for those 
supporting the Islamic resistance. 
 
 5) Hamas’s control of Gaza represents a continual embarrassment to the 
Palestinian Authority in Ramallah and to the Arab regimes because of the blockade 
imposed on the [Gaza] strip. 
 
 The blockade led to the deterioration of the health and living conditions in the 
Gaza strip, and the lack of medicines and medical equipment led to the death of many 
sick children and adults.  The people immediately began to search for a morsel to eat or 
for some firewood to fuel the fire, or for a way to travel in order to complete school, or to 
look for treatment or work. 
 
 The dire circumstances in Gaza focused the attention of the Arab and non-Arab 
news media on the tragedy, and television screens were filled with sad and painful 
images of the situation.  Commentators and analysts pointed their fingers and directed 
their appeals and accusations at the Arab regimes, considering the responsibility to be 
first an Arab responsibility and that the Arab regimes most do something.  The harsh 
criticisms began to pour down primarily on the Egyptian government because of the 
closing of the Rafah crossing. 
 
 Things worsened for the Arab regimes when foreign charity groups, media 
organizations and influential VIPs set out to break the siege of Gaza.  Campaigns to break 
the siege gained wide attention from the media; they were covered like a kind of festival 
on the TV screens and embarrassed more of the Arab leaders to the degree that the 
President of the Palestinian Authority expressed a kind of spite when he described the 
ships breaking the siege as “foolish.” 
 
 Preserving the contorted Arab regimes which the West calls moderate is an 
inseparable part of the American-Israeli strategy now; this is because they are tools that 
facilitate making the Arabs their instruments and keeping them simple-minded.  It was 
essential to lessen this increasing embarrassment which might lead to undesirable popular 
movements. 
 
[The first sentence in the above paragraph was used as a pull quote next to item 5] 
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 6) It became clear to Israel, as stated by Israeli political officials and the Israeli 
news media, that Hamas had succeeded in smuggling weapons and money into Gaza. 
 
 The sums that [Hamas] had been able to bring in via the tunnels was unknown, 
but they showed its ability to spend and pay the wages of the thousands of its employees, 
and deliver assistance to many labor and [small] industry sectors. 
 
 As for the weapons, things remained very obscure to Israel, but it tried to 
determine the capability of Hamas and the Palestinian resistance groups to smuggle or 
manufacture new combat gear. 
 
 Hamas and the other groups took advantage of the period of quiet to organize and 
train and arm.  The time was useful for these groups, and Israel felt as if the [Gaza] strip 
was turning into military HQs ready for combat.  According to Israeli military theory, the 
anticipatory strike was the right decision. 
 
The timing of the Attack 
 
 The issue of the timing of the war or the attack is important in the calculations of 
nations and armies, because war requires suitable environments both internally and 
externally, which have a direct relationship to the massing of capabilities and the support 
of the people and the nations.  Israel is not unique in this regard, and it had to work to 
assess the timing- the positives and the negatives.  What follows are the reasons for 
choosing to attack Gaza at this time from the internal and external aspects. 
 
The Internal Reasons 
 
 1) In accordance with Israeli security doctrine, I believe that the Israeli attack 
came late; this is for two reasons: 
 
 A) Israeli security doctrine says that Israel must destroy the enemy force before it 
possesses a military capability that alarms Israel or threatens its security.  This is the 
philosophy of the preemptive or preventative war.  The Palestinian resistance groups 
have labored on military readiness and preparation over a long period of time, and Israel 
hasn’t done anything except some fringe skirmishes. 
 
 B) The second reason works against the first one; it’s that Israel has remained 
hesitant to attack Gaza because it does not completely know what the capabilities 
the Palestinian resistance has, either tactical or in terms of armament.  [The bolded 
portion was used a pull quote in the middle of the page]  The Palestinian groups were the 
like an open hand to the Israeli security apparatus, but the last several years saw 
transformations in the Palestinian security aspirations.  This is an indicator of a problem 
that afflicted the traditional Israeli capability to collect information on the Arabs. 
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 2) Israel was very reluctant to strike Gaza before the last truce with the Palestinian 
resistance groups.  Observers had noted the large number of Israeli threats of a sweeping 
attack without there being any action.  The threats ended with the verbal agreement on 
the truce. 
 However it appears that Israel had seen that the truce provided time for the 
Palestinian groups, and Hamas specifically, to smuggle more weaponry and to strengthen 
their organizational and tactical capabilities.  It then decided to go to war.  It was clear 
that Israel had made the decision to go to war when it overstepped the conditions of the 
truce by carrying out numerous air raids on military targets in the [Gaza] strip.  Israel 
killed about thirty Palestinians and announced to the world that it was abiding by the 
truce and that the Palestinian side should abide by the truce as well. 
 
 3) The Israeli evaluation of the stumbling progress of the course of the 
negotiations [between Israel and the Palestinians] was no different than the evaluation of 
the other parties: Hamas’ control of the Gaza strip was a principal reason. 
 
The External Reasons 
 
 The following are the foremost external reasons: 
 
 1) Some of the Arab regimes and the Palestinian Authority had had enough of 
Hamas.  The negotiations were proceeding slowly but well, and hopes were high of 
ending the Palestinian issue for good. 
 
 Hamas was a big obstacle, in as much as it was not a partner in the negotiations, 
and the Arabs were very embarrassed as a result of the blockade and the many arrests of 
[Arabs] in the West Bank. 
 
 The aforementioned [Arabs] made it clear that the partners in the blockade wanted 
a new situation in which Hamas and the resistance groups disappeared.  It was clear that 
the American Secretary of State’s threat to Hamas from Cairo gave a strong sign of this 
Arab direction. 
 
 2) The results of the American elections may have played a role, as far as the 
removal of the American concept of Globalization led by Bush and the opening the way 
to a less racist and extremist American vision.  Israel may have thought the new 
American President wouldn’t want to begin his term with a war on Gaza, and it preferred 
to make its war before the Father of Wars left the White House. 
 
 3) Israel believes that Hamas is the weak link in the alliance of independent 
powers in the region which are called the opposition forces.  [Even] if it was feeble 
against Hezbollah, there was nothing to stop it from trying out its muscles on the 




The Israeli Elections 
 
 I don’t think that the Israeli elections factor greatly into the Israeli security 
criteria.  It’s true that the personality of the Israeli Prime Minister plays a role, and the 
Israeli government ultimately is the one that issues the decision to go to war and the 
decision for peace, but the Army and the security apparatus, they have the biggest hand in 
making the decision. 
 
 Israel’s army is not a partisan army, nor is it a tool in the hand of the individual or 
group political institutions.  Rather, the elections play a role in massing the Israeli parties 
for the war.  The parties gave their support to the Israeli government and applauded the 





The Israeli military campaign was expected, and it aimed at altering the existing 
status in Gaza.  The expectation was the expansion of the war to be a land war, and to 
reach the political leaderships. 
 
 But the fundamental Israeli problem is the intransigence of Hamas and the 
Palestinian groups.  The pressure on Israel intensifies from its Arab allies and the human 
rights organizations and the media if the war is prolonged.  The Arab regimes are the 
weak link for which Israel must make allowances in shortening the duration of the war, 
















Testimonials of the Occupation’s Execution of Palestinians During the Gaza War 
 
 During the Israeli war on Gaza, the occupation troops left the young man Youssef 
Omer Labid, a fighter in the Izz al-Din al-Qassam Brigades, the military wing of the 
Islamic Resistance Movement (Hamas) bleeding for five hours in the place where he had 
fallen in the intelligence-operations area west of the Jabaliya refugee camp in the 
northern Gaza strip. 
 The Israeli soldiers prevented the International Red Cross and Palestinian 
ambulance crews from getting near the injured Labid and dozens of others during the 
recent war, and the al-Qasam fighter died after five hours during which he bled out 
without a single hand being lifted to save his life. 
 Ibrahim, brother of the Palestinian opposition fighter, told alJazeera.net that the 
occupation forces intentionally left his brother bleeding to death after he had been shot in 
the foot by a sniper.  He stated that they didn’t listen to the cries to evacuate the injured 
from the military operations zone. 
  
He Bled To Death 
 
 Ibrahim added, “My brother and another resistance fighter were shot at 2 AM and 
the occupation soldiers left him bleeding until 7AM,” clarifying that it was possible to 
treat his brother and for him to survive, but the occupation executed him and dozens of 
citizens like him. 
 Hasan, another brother of the martyred Labid, told alJazeera.net that people 
contacted crews from Palestinian emergency services and the Red Cross after his brother 
and another fighter were injured, but they told [the people] that the occupation refused to 
allow them to transport the injured and warned them against approaching the area, 
claiming that the entire area was a closed military operations zone. 
 
The Execution of Families 
 
 In the same context, the freed prisoner and expert in Prisoners Affairs Abd al- 
Nasser Farawana related that the occupation forces executed entire families during the 
war on Gaza after bringing the houses down on the heads of their inhabitants, despite 
their screams and their cries and the appearance of what was certainly people inside 
them. 
 Farawana said that the martyr Shadi Hamad from the town of Bayt Hanoun in the 
northern strip was arrested by forces of the occupation with a group of citizens and led 
them away to the border area and took them towards east of Jabaliya, then released them 
and asked them to return to the strip; [the people] went west on al-Qadam Street towards 
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Jabaliya, and when they neared the Al-Sadiq mosque, they were fired upon by heavy fire 
accompanied by a tank shell, which resulted in the martyrdom of Shadi and the 
miraculous survival of the others. 
 [Farawana] explained that the emergency crews were unable to extract Shadi 
Hamad and he remained for three days discarded in the middle of the road before the 
citizens were able to pull him away. 
 Farwana demanded that an independent international commission be formed to 
investigate the circumstances of the occupation forces’ direct execution of a number of 
the unarmed detainees after their arrest during the war on Gaza, and the murder of a 
number of innocent citizens in various ways and locations, as he considers these war 
crimes.  [He also demanded] the investigation of the circumstances of the death of dozens 
of unarmed citizens whose bodies were found discarded on the roads or in their homes 
and apartments after the withdrawal of the occupation from them. 
 He said that “What makes us worry and calls us to continually demand the need to 
investigate is that we frequently hear every day many testimonials and tales and painful 
stories that chill the blood of incidents of premeditated murder and the insistence of the 
occupation authorities on not cooperating with the Red Cross organization or complying 










Source:  Al Manar     Date: 16 February 2009   Author: Mohammed Abdullah—exclusive 
for the Al-Manar channel website 
URL: http://www.almanar.com.lb/NewSite/NewsDetails.aspx?id=74169 
 
Mr Nasrallah Neither Confirms Nor Denies That the Resistance Has Obtained Air 
Defence 
 
 The General Secretary of Hezbollah Mr Hassan Nasrallah presented a political 
and military approach to the Israeli-Arab conflict.  His Eminence did not deny or confirm 
that the resistance in Lebanon possessed air defense weapons, but he asserted that the 
resistance has the right to possess these weapons and it has the right to use them, 
indicating that the resistance has the will and the courage to use these weapons in defense 
of its land and people. 
 
 The General Secretary of Hezbollah stressed at the Celebration of the Loyalty to 
the Martyrs at the Sayyed al-Shouhaddaa complex in the Beirut suburb of Al-Dahiya that 
this matter will lead to changing the balance of the war.  He responded to the enemy’s 
threats regarding the possibility of the resistance possessing a weapon like this by saying: 
“We don’t rush into battle on the basis of heroic stories and exaggerations, but on the 
basis of surprises.  What I want to assert is that we have the right to possess any weapon, 
including air defense weaponry, and we also have every right to use this weaponry if we 
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